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United States Department of the Interior 


BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 
Prineville District Office 
PU. Box 550 (185 b. 4th Sureet) 
Prineville, Oregon 97754 





In Reply Refer To: 
4000 


Dear Sutton Mountain Planning Participant: 


The enclosed environmental assessment for the Sutton Mountain 
Coordinated Resource Management Plan (CRMP), presents some 
reasonable alternatives for managing the block of 64,500 acres of 
public land between Mitchell, OR, and the John Day River. This is 
the final phase in developing a CRMP for the area. A detailed 
description of the process is given below. Please review the 
enclosed document and either provide us with your written comments 
or come to our office during the "open house” because public 


participation is an important pert of our management process. 


Please note that the management actions we recommend, as a land 
management agency, are described in the Management Common To All 
Alternatives and Alternative D sections. 


Process 

1) The public comment period will last for 45 days, from March 20 
to May 4. 

2) There will be an “open house" at the BIM's Central 
Resource Area Office in Prineville. It will be 20 and 





top by an talk with someone in person. The 
t 2321 East Third Street, about three- 
Thriftway Store, on the 


3) 


If you 
at (503) 447-8731. 














UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 


STATE AND LOCAL GOVERNMENT, AND OTHER AGENCY NOTIFICATION 


1. TO: interested interagency Reviewer File Code No.: 1792 
Case File No.: OR-054-2-44 
Publication or issue Date: March 16, 1995 
Public Comment Dete: April 17, 1995 


2. SUBJECT OF NOTICE: Sutton Mountain Coordinated Resource Management Pian 


3. LOCATION (County(s), Township, Range, Section, Subdivision(s)): Wheeler County 
Township 10,11 South, Range 20, 21 East 


4. TIMING OF PROPOSAL: Noice of Availabilty, EA and FONS! 


5. PRINCIPAL BLM CONTACT: 
Name: Lyle Andrews Office: Prineville Distict, BLM 
Phone No.: 503-447-8715 Address: P.O. Box 550, Prineville, OF 97754 


6. AFFECTED STATE DEPARTMENTS: Fish and Vilidife, Extension Service, State Lands 
7. AFFECTED COUNTY AND LOCAL GOVERNMENTS: Wheeler County 


8. AFFECTED INDIAN TRIBES AND OTHER FEDERAL AGENCIES: NatRes.Cons.Service, USDA-Ag.Res.Crr.. 
Confederated Tribes of Warm Springs, Burns Paiute Rese: vation, Klamath Tribe, Confederated Tribes of Umatilla 
Reservation of Oregon, U.S. Bureeu of Mines 


9. CONSISTENCY DETERMINATION STATUS: 


2. (] « seperate consistency dstermination is not required at this tme because the proposed action was decribed in an 
earter plan and the action found to be consistent with the applicable elements of Land Use Plans. 








b. CJ The Bureeu ecton cons#tutes a permit or agreement which would faciitate a State or local government program or 
project, therefore a consistency determination is not required. if a State program or project, it has been certified by DLCD 
and incorporated into the OCMP or if a local government program or project, it implements a portion of a comprehensive 
plan which has been acknowledged by DLCD. 


c. 1] 1» consistency determination is required. Tho determination ts [©] inctaded within the attached documents), or Ll 
is enclosed, but seperate from the primary documents for distribution to interested State agencies. 
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6. AFFECTED STATE DEPARTMENTS: Fish and Wildlife, Extension Service, State Lands 
7. AFFECTED COUNTY AND LOCAL GOVERNMENTS: Wheeler County 


8. AFFECTED INDIAN TRIBES AND OTHER FEDERAL AGENCIES: Nat.Res.Cons.Service, USDA-Ag.Res.Crr., 
Confederated Tribes of Warm Springs, Burns Paiute Reservation, Klamath Tribe, Confederated Tribes of Umatilie 
Reservation of Oregon, U.S. Bureau of Mines 


9. CONSISTENCY DETERMINATION STATUS: 


a. CJ @ seperate consistency determination is not required at tris ime because the proposed action was described in an 
earter plan and the action found to be consistent with the applicable elements of Land Use Plans. 


b. [_] he Bureau action constitutes « permit or agreement which would facilitate State or local government program or 
project, therefore a consistency determination is not required. if a State program or project, it has been certified by DLCD 
and incorporated into the OCMP or If a locs! government program or project, it implements a portion of s comprehensive 
plan which has been acknowledged by DLCD. 


c. 4] A consistency determination is required. The determination is 2] included within the attached document(s), or L_] 
is enclosed, but seperste from the primary documents for distribution to interested State agencies. 
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FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT (FONSI) 


Environmental Assessment (EA) Number: OR-054-2-044 





Title of Action: Sutton Mountain Coordinated Resource 
Management Plan 





BLM Office: Prineville District Office 





_Findings of Wo Significant Impact: 


Based on the analysis of potential environmental impacts 
contained in the attached EA, I have determined that impacts to 
the human environment are not expected to be significant and an 
environmerital impact statement is not required. 





The attached EA aciequately explores the environmental 
consequences of the proposed action and is sufficiently 
correlated to the Two Rivers EIS and most recent Two Rivers RMP, 
ROD and RPS. These documents are available to the public from 
the Prineville District Office. 


All the alternatives described in the EA would result in no 
significant environmental effects to the human environment. 
Alternatives A, B, D and E describe management actions that would 
result in the improvement of riparian and aquatic habitats for 
redband trout and summer steelhead. In addition, the condition 
of the watershed would be improved. Alternatives A, B and D 
would result in these environmental improvements while 
accommodating the existing multiple-use activities - livestock 
grazing, recreation and agriculture. 
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Attachments: 
as stated above 

















SUTTON MOUNTAIN 
COORDINATED 
RESOURCE 
MANAGEMENT PLAN 











Environmental Assesm 


ent Number OR-054-2-044 


* 




















I. SetweG@ustiaw ec ow wc wc ec eo eee eee eee eee ee ees i 
Ir Jeewge «ccc ececeveeeeeree —— — — 5 
ITl. Management Goale and Objectives ... «+++ «8 © © © © ws i3 
Iv. 




















D. Alternative C - Continue Existing Management .... 59 














5 Resource Activities and Land Uses ....++++«+#«-s 10: 
BegsgBe sec cere erereeeeeeee ee ee 101 
Liwestock Grazing ....+++#+*#+e*#+e#e2# © #© «# & 101 
vI. Environmental Impacts by Alternative .....++++«+ «+ «#- 103 
A. Bteme @f Mo tapect ..-+sceeeeeeeeseeeves 103 
B. Mmeeeereese «cece sceereeveeeeeeeee eee 103 
i Impects te Cultural and Historical Resources . 103 
Access Propowals.....++# «+ «8 «© © «© * 103 
Livestock Gresing Proposwsale ....++«-s 104 
2 Impacts to Fish and Aquatic Babitst Resources 104 
Access Proposale....++#+*#«* «© © «© & 104 
Nomious Weed Proposals .....+++#«#-s. 104 
Wilderness Study Ares occ o S&S 
Upland Vegetation ion Proposalr 105 

Water Rights end Agricultural Lands 
ceecreeveeeeoeo ee ee 105 
Livestock Grazing Proposale ....++-s. 106 
3 Impects to Boxious Weed Infestations ..... 110 
Accees Prop-tetlie ...+ + «+ e+e eee 110 
Ve retec ion Manipulation Proposals 110 
Livestoc: ‘%rasig Propowale ....++-. 111 
‘4 Impacts to Pal» Logheal Resources .... =. 111 
Access Propeesle ...+«+ 111 
Livestock Grazing Propowale ....+-s 111 
5 Impecte to Riparian and Wetland Resources .. iil 
. i ot — te Fr Se eS ili 

Water Rights and Agricultural Lands 
> oa le. oe oe — 9 >. — al > > — ili 
Livestock Grazing Proposeale ....++-s ill 
6 Impecte to Soil Resources ....++ +e © «© © 113 
Aocees Propoesale...+ +++ ee © @ 113 
Nomious Weed Proposesle ....++ «+ «+s il4 
Visual Resource Proposale .. i114 
Upland Vegetation ion Proposals 114 

Water Rights and Agricultural Lands 
coon 6 eee ee 6 oS 114 
* Livestock Grazing Propowale ..... =. 11s 
7 Impecte to Special Status Species ....++-s 116 
Plante ol * 7 >. 4 > + > — > 7 — > — al al >. 116 
Aocees Proposale....+++e eee 116 
Livestock Gresing Propoesle ....++-s 116 
Beimele «cece seeeveeveeeeeeees 116 
8 Impects to Vegetation Resources ....+++-s 117 
ARocees Proposele... ++ «++ e+ © © we * 117 
Womious Weed Proposale ....«+++«# « « 117 
Upland ion Manipulation Proposals 117 

Water and Agricultural Lands 
[eae & © © a ¢ © «@ 117 
Livestock Grazing Propoesle ....+«+-. i118 














c. 


Proposals 
Upland Vegetation Manipulation Proposals 


10. aapacte Ce Siber Seageeeas “e 6 © @.ete oe « 


il. Impacts to Wildlife Habitat Resources .... 


Proposals 
Livestock Grazing Proposals ...... 


12. Impacts to Wilderness Study Areas and ACEC 
Special Statue Species .....+++s+-s. 


Cumulative Impacts ...+++++se+e# ee eeeees 


| - List of Preparers and Signatures ....+++s+-s Ss 6 es 
Appendices ...+-2eccse2eeeeeceeeseeeese ee eee °° 


List of Tables 


v.o ww GUeWwNre 


~ 
o 


A Rated Weeds - nn oo 08 6 6 
B Rated Weeds > * *® ~~ ae ee © «© 
{cultural Pields with Water Rights X- 
lotment Categorisation ....++ ++: 
Upland Treatment Areas, Alternatives A and 


— Mix and Application Rate, 
ternatives AandB. 1. sts es ee ee eevee eews 


icultural Lands - Seed and Application Rate, 
ternatives AandB...+++#+eeeeeeeeeveees 
Public Land Acres and Allowable AUMs, Alternative A 
Carroll Rim Allotment - Grazing Schedule, 
Alternative A ——o- oo 86 &.2 884. stseste. 8 @&@ @€@sessds 0 060 € 
Circle Bar Allotment - Grazing Schedule, 
Bi@ewmetiwea BR «ce ec eo ew et eee eee ell hl hl hl tl tl 


iv 


Xi 

















Crown Rock Aliotment - Grazing Schedule, 
Bi@ewmetive BAB «ce ec ec ee reece e eee eee @ 
Sutton Mountain Allotment - Grazing Schedule, 
Cattle Option, Alternative A....+.+++++e+e-s 


Shesp/Cattle Option ...+++2+2+ ee eeeeeces 
Project Summary, Alternative A .....+++++6e-s 
Public Land Acres and Allowable AUMs, Alternative B 
Sutton Meantain Alictment - Grazing Schedule, 

Cattle Option, Alternative B....+++#+#+#+#+e+#e-s 
Sutton Mountain Allotment - Grazing Schedule, 

Sheep/Cattle Option, Alternative B.....+++ +s. 
Project Summary, Alternative B....++++s++e+#e-s 
Public Land Acres and Allowable AUMs, Alternative C 


Sutton Mountain Allotment - Grazing Schedule, 
Ab@ewmetiwe CG ccc cere eeeec ee eee ee ec 
Road Rehabilitation - Seed Mixture, Alternative D. 
Upland Treatment Areas, Alternatives Dand&.... 
Upland Seeding Mix and Application Rate, 
Alternatives — and 
Agricultural Lands - Seed and Application Rate, 
Alternatives DandB...++++ee ee eeeeves 
Public Land Acres and Allowable AUMs, Alternative D 
Carroll Rims Allotment - Grazing Schedule, 
Alternative D ae —— UL lhe lh 0 60600 60 06 
Crown Rock Allotment - Grazing Schedule, 
Beeeemeesee Deeeanaeeeeeeneeveeenese2ncee 


Summary - Public Land Acres and AUMs by Allotment 
Pence Improvements, All Alternatives .......+-: 
Summary - Pence Improvement Totals (Miles), 

All Altermatives ...+«++*+«*e«se#ee*ee8# eee eeees 
Cattleguard » All Alternatives ..... 
Summary - Improvement Totals (Bach), 
All Altermatives ...++«+-*«e*ete#*e*e#eeeeeeveees 
Spring Improvements, All Alternatives .....+.+-.; 
Summary - Spring Improvement Totals (Each), 
All Altermatives ...+s*e«#*e«#e#e#*e*ee8ee8ee8eeees 
Summary - Project Totals by Alternative ... . 














List of Maps 


exec co 4enw ©O VY OSK & AUHRMONnNOCOWy> 


Sutton Mountain CRMP Area ...+5+..; 
Grazing Allotments, Existing Situation 
Agricultural Fields With Water Rights 
Mineral Estate ....++++e+#+#+e«+e-s 






Implementation 
Proposed Wilderness Study Area (WSA) Boundaries 


L_. Fz 06 


‘KV! 








Environmental Assessment. Number OR-054-2-044 
Sutton Mountain Cocrdinated Resource Management Plan 








Part I. Introduction 
A. Background and Coordinated Resource Management Plan 
Boundaries 


The Coordinated Resource Management Plan (CRMP) area originally 
consisted of approximately 16,500 acres of public land managed by the 
Bureau of Land Management (BLM). The Sutton Mountain Land Exchange, 
which began in 1987 and was completed in 1992, added an additional 
48,000 acres of private land to public ownership for a total of 64,500 
acres. (See Map A, Sutton Mountain Coordinated Resource Management Plan 
Area.) The exchange disposed of public lands that were small, isolated 
parcels of land and created a ee block of land which is manageable, 
accessible and usable by the public. 


Prior to the exchange, the public lands in the Sutton Mountain area 
consisted mainly of areas with steep slopes. The vegetation varied from 
good to poor condition and the soils were mainly shallow and rocky. The 
$9 land contained only 0.2 miles of ripari=n habitat along Bridge 
Creek. 


Ranch ownership varied over the years with some ranches changing hands 
several times from the 1800s to the present. Ranch boundaries were not 
static either, various properties were combined and others sold were off 
at different times. The area was almost exclusively grazed by sheep 
until about 1946; however, by 1950 the kind of livestock had changed 
from sheep to cattle. 


Generally, the grazing pattern from the mid 1800s to the mid 1900s was 
to use lower elevation rangelands during the spring for about three 
months and then move to higher elevations for the summer. Use was made 
again in the fall for a couple of months depending on the weather and 
forage conditions. During the winter livestock were kept pastured near 
the ranch rters and on some type of puneeee a however, 
during breaks the winter weather, when the soi d warm and some 
gy ant occurred, livestock, especially sheep, would be turned out on 
range. 


During this hundred years or so, the CRMP area contained basically four 
ranches, -although, part of a fifth one was present during the 1900s. 
Each ranch had one and sometimes two bands of sheep with one ranch 
having about 150 cows. It is estimated that the domestic stock used 
from 4,000 to 5,000 AUMs each from the CRMP area. Added to this 
amount of use was an additi 1,000 to 1,500 AUMs from about 100 wild 
horses which used the area extensively from the early 1900s to the 
1950s. As a result, the total amount used was between 4,000 to 6,500 
AUMS. This may even be a conservative estimate because it was a common 
practice for ranchers to trail their animals long distances to obtain 
summer pasture, and sometimes their rate of travel war slow with the 
stock consuming forage along the way. This practice occurred to some 
extent each year as ranchers from other locations trailed their 
livestock through the Sutton Mountain area. 
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became more varied, but basically heavy use period was spring. The 
AUM level may have varied greatly from year to year for various reasons. 
Although, the wild horses were removed, some pockets of excessive use 
occurred, such as, in the Gable Creek area and south of the Painted 
Hills National Monument where the area was grazed year long by cattle 
for several years in succession. The heavy use caused severe damage to 
some bunchgrass and riparian communities. Also, because a couple of the 
ranches changed frequently, there was a tendency to overstock 
an area to maximize profits for the short tern. 


Within about the last twenty years, the amount of livestock use, both in 
numbers and tige, has decreased. This has allowed the vegetation to 
improve in condition, particularly in the upland areas, but also in some 
riparian zones. 


Purpose and Need 


The purpose is to establish a long range Coordinated Resource Management 
Plan to provide a framework for future use and management of the natural 
resources. The area contains a variety of valuable natural resources 
that need management to prevent deterioration and continue improvement. 
Ea management would be established on eight separate grazing 
allotments. 


Four important fish species are found in the Bridge Creek and John Day 
Rivers. Chinook salmon, summer steelhead, redband rainbow trout and the 
Pacific lamprey are considered the State of and the BLM as 
status species. Currently, the steelhead listed as a Species 
oS eaenee Sy Se Cooge Sipestnany.cf Feen sat Se icier. The status of 


Service regarding listing under the Endangered es Act (ESA). The 
redband trout is listed as a Ca 2 Species the United States 
Fish and Wildlife Service. The Pacific lamprey is an important fish to 
native Americans. Present information indicates that the numbers of 
these fish are decl and may be listed for protection under the ESA. 
Therefore, the BLM considers these fish to be Special Status Species. 
This means that the BLM shall not carry out management actions which 
contribute to the need to list these species under the ESA and shall 
conserve these species and their habitat consistent with the principles 
of multiple use and sustained yield. 


The Sutton Mountain area occurs within lands ceded to the U.S. 
Government by ratified treaty in 1855 with the American Indians of 
Middle Oregon. Under Secretarial Order No. 3175, the rights of the 
American Indians and the responsibilities of the U.S. Government 
regarding treaty provisions are to be a major consideration of any 
planning effort ch may effect treaty ted resources. 


Coordinated Resource Management Plan Process 


Alternative D, Emphasize Natural Values While Accommodating Commodity 
Production, is the Preferred Alternative. This means, that if no 














Based on the analysis of the public review comments, Alternative D may 
be modified or anvther Alternative chosen es the preferred. Also, based 
om public input, any pert or this document may be changed. as a result, 
the final decizicn of what the CRMP will contain depends on the comments 
from the public, recommendations from the various BLM resource 
specialists and the conclusions reached by the BLM managers. 


resource t and includes members from both private and public 
interests. group met several times over a three-ycar period. 


A scoping document was mailed to 612 people who had ressed an 
t in the Prineville trict. It 
th five different 
a pap ee ge gh After a 45-day 
public review period, the responses were summarized and mailed to the ad 
hoc members for their information. 


Relationship to Bureau Planning 


Goals and directions provided in the 1986 Two Rivers Resource Management 
Plan would serve to guide and establish management limits for activities 
proposed on public lands in the Sutton Mountain CRMP area. 


The Bag ay alternatives are consistent with the goals and objectives 
of Two Rivers RMP and Record of Decision. The proposed CRMP is 
consistent with this document becsuse it would maintain a reasonable 
level of commodity production while improving riparian, fish, and 
wildlife habitat, and provide recreation opportunities for the public. 











Issues 


Hozious Weeds 


Zeeue: What should be dome to reduce, eradicate, cr prevent the 
establishment and spread of noxious weeds? 


Zeeuse Descriptics: The noxious weeds listed on the Wheeler County 
"A" and “B" Lists are a mejor concern; see Tables 1 and 2. With 
funding and aggressive on weeds on the “A” List could be 

eliminated. Those on the “B" List could be controlled and further 


populations of noxious weeds wh 
1 a gue, Ang — 

vestock. The introduction of 
area would be a concern. Species which occur in the CRMP area are 
indicated with a check mark i”). 


Table i 


Musk thistle 





Purple starthistle 





Rush skeletonweed 





Squarrose knapweed 
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Kochia 
































"a* : This is « weed of known economic importance 

the state in small enough infestations to make 
eradication/containment possible; or not known to occur, but its 
resence in neighboring states make future occurrence seem 
Sendnent. 














"B" Rated Weeds: This is a weed of economic importance which is 
Fegionally abundant, but of limited distribution in other 
counties. 


Watershed/Vegetation/Wildlife Habitat Management 


Zeeue: What should be done to maintain/improve the quality and 
quantity of desirable plant species for the protection and 
rt ptr ge pe tA yp a: ons, fish and 
wildlife habitat, and biologi diversity? 


Ieeue Descriptions: A wide range of watershed conditions exist in 
the area from excellent to very poor. Poor watershed condition 


elevations and in drainage toms. On these areas there is ample 
opportunity to increase the abundance of desirable native plant 


Nelson, Girds, Bear and Meyers Creeks) and many intermit 
streams. Water quality assessment work is conducted, but 
the streams are presently thought to be bel 


Water Rights/Agricultural Lands 


Zeeuce: How should cultivated lands and their attached water rights 
be managed? 


Zeeue Description: There is approximate] 

agricultural land with sttached water . These cultivated 
lands can provide benefits for wildlife producing various 
irrigated crops. Some of the tillable lands are leased to private 
individuals for the purpose of crop production. However, more 
acres that are tilled and irrigated, the more water that is 
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removed from perennial streams which contain fishery values. Some 
water is presently being remowed for irrigation during the summer 


months (July, August enc September). 


There are twelve eagricvlturael fields which have atteched weter 
rights. Seine A - ~~~ y— Fields) Four of the fields are 
presently being and cropped - cohn Day River, Priest 
Hole, Unsworth ane — Acre. The following fields are 
grouped by the stream they «ere near. 


Bridge Creek: Upper Owens, Lower Owens, Highwey, Unsworth, 
Horse Fields, Eighteen Acre, $2 Field, Manning 


and Connolly 
John Day River: Priest Hole and John Day River 
Gable Creek: © Gable Creek 
Cultural/Paleontological 


Zeeue: How should cultural and paleontological resources be 
managed? 


Zeeue Deecriptica: The newly ecquired lands contain cultural and 
paleontological resources ch have not been inventoried, 
evaluated for significance, or recommended for specific use 
categories Adie oy & Cultural Use Categories) or 
management actions. As greater public attention is focused on 
these lands for competing uses, the need for « variety of 
carefully considered options (e.g., c education, 
accommodation of scienti — site on measures, etc.) 
will increase. The management of these resources will be based on 
Federal law, which governs their preservation and/or promotion as 


appropriate. 
Special Status Species 


Zeeue: How should the habitet of special status species be 
managed to ensure their survival? 


Ieeuv0ce Exis oe See cies have 
> Descriptica: ~ a RK os - 
tye a mg ee ons of 
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Recreation 
Zesue: What recreation opportunities should be provided? 


Issue Description: The number of visitors to the Sutton Mountain 
area has increased since the land exchange. There is a 
demonstrated need for developed recreation facilities, but the 
question is how much, what kind and where should they be located. 


Minerals 


Zesue: How should mineral activities be managed to provide for 
mineral exploration and development. 


Iseue Description: Conflicts related tc mineral exploration and 
related rights-of-way may »“ecome a problem as other uses increase 
over the newly created blo«x of c land. The oration and 
development of leasable, loca e and salable mine and energy 
resources in the Sutton Mountain planning area is currently 
minimal; however, about half the subsurface minerals are 
privately owned. (Refer to Map D, Mineral Estate). Some 
tial exists for oil and _ gravel, crushable rock and 

tonite. Presently, there is y one active gravel pit, 

located in Meyers Canyon, which is used by Wheeler County. 


The BLM policy for managing mineral and energy resources follows 
eh mag ge ma e that public lands will remain open and 

4 e for mineral exploration and development, except where 
withdrawal or other administrative limiting actions are —* 
justified. Also, the BIM plans and decisions will recognize t 
mineral oration and development can occur concurrently or 
sequentially with other resource uses. 


Management of mineral activities would be consistent with the 
guidance provided by the Two River RMP. 


Some potential exists for discoveries of oil 

. of this likelihood, various alternatives to the 
a of this resource are dealt with under the Alternatives 
on of this document. 


AS eer No management alternatives have been develope. 
because the chances of any exploration 
and development work occurring is minimal; however, should any 
activity start the development would be guided by the 
requirements 









in the Two Rivers RMP for locatable mineral 





development. 


The tial exists for further development of 
sources. The management of this resource 






would be the same under all alternatives. 
Buildings 





Issue: What should be done with the existing buildings? 

Issue Descriptica: — © Oe See Me cope 
lands have probably been located. Presently, there are nine one- 
room cabins and two houses. The Owens House, about two miles west 
of Mitchell, has one barn and two out-buildings associated with 
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it. The second house, the Connolly Place, has a small 
garage/storage building next to the house. The existing 
structures will be evaiuated to determine their eligibility for 
the National Register of Historic Places. There may even be a 
potential to rebuild some structures and give them some kind of a 
functional use. 


Public Land Access 


Ieeue: How should vehicular access to lic land be managed to 
allow for administrative and other c land uses? 


Iesue Descripticsa: The road network for the Sutton Mountain area 
is composed of Highway 26, four different county roads and several 
lesser reads, in varying condition, which originate from the 
county roads. Re Gee 20 Se Se Sate een eoey — 
should be kept open to the public, kept for administrative use 
only or closed and rehabilitated. Refer to Map HN, which depicts 
the road system and existing road closures. 














Part III. Ecosystem Management Goals and Objectives 
A. Goals and Objectives 
i. Agricultural Lands 


GOAL Manege all agricultural fields to minimize the occurrence of 
Roxious weeds and reduce soil erosion. 


OBJECTIVES See Noxious Weeds and Soil. 





2. Livestock 
pantee Seeastess Gmseens Se © sannes thet io consistent with 
— — —— resource values. 
3. Noxious Weeds 


GOAL Eradicate Wheeler County Category A Rated Weeds and control 
Category B weeds. (See Part II.A. Tables 1 and 2). 


a. Conduct an inventory for noxious weeds, within the CRMP 
area, by the fall of 1995. 


b. Develop a weed eradication and control plan by the beginning 


of 1996. 
4. Recreation 
Provide recreation a) onion and access that would be 
gned to emphasize visitor en t and experiences which 


pet BR other — A. uses in the vicinity. Also, 
— long-term protection and enhancement of other resource 
ues 


5. Riperian 


GOAL Develop and maintain a diverse, native es community, 
provide soil cover, bank stability and help in water storage. 


See the Riparian Enhancement Section of Part B - 
ves for Salmon Sumit. 


_ é. 8eil 


ted to, f nati tion, 
mited to, seeding of native vegetation, juniper 





Insure that no action would impose an unacceptable risk to 
es or their habitat and those actions would not contribute to 
need to list any of the special status species under the 
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Endangered Species Act. (See Part V., Affected Environment, 
Special Status Species). 


8. Wildlife Habitat and Vegetation Diversity 
GOAL Manage vegetation for increased wildlife habitat with 


emphasis on diversity and specific seasonal needs such as winter 
browse. Give particular attention to the habitat needs of 


OBJECTIVE Strive to obtain approximately 10 to 25 percent in each 
of the early and climax stages, and 20 to 40 percent in each of 
the mid and late stages. 

9. Water Resources 


GOAL Maintain or improve water quality at all water sources. 


Ensure that BLM water rights are utilized as required by existing 
State law and manage to help maintain minimum stream flows in 
eee See. a John Day River. 

io. Visuel Resources 


Manage the environment tc maintain it's natural scenic 

ty with special attention in areas seen visitors traveling 
roads, floating the John Day River, and for r frequently used 
recreation sites. — cae roads and other developments 
to blend into the exis scenery. 


To fulfill the objectives of the Salmon Summit as stated in Volume 
II, “Strategy for Salmon", 1992, the BLM is implementing the 
Northwest Power Planning Council's habitat objectives, policies 
and performance standards and with the State of 





1. Limit the of fine sediments (less than 6.4 
an in and steelhead redds to no more than 
a. prior to fry emergence relative to a control 


mol located upstream. 


Insure no long term increase in sediment input from 
implementing measures. 


Water Temporeture 

1. Water temperature is not to exceed 68°F. 

2. ~y 4 gees enter tenpesstuses cheulé senge Setusen 30 
49°F 


N 


3. Pee Stee SEE aes sae lem S 
and 58°F. ; 
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Water guality 


Dassolved Oxygen 


Concentrations of dissolved oxygen shall not be less than 75 
percent of saturation at the seasonal low or less than 35 


percent of saturation in spawning areas spawning 
incubation, hatching and fry stages of a fishes. 
Turbidity 


Ho more than a 10 percent cumulative increase in natural 
a uy BD yt. pi 
immediately upstream of the turbidity causing acti 

pH 

pH values shall not fall outside the range 6.5 - 8.5. 
Bacteria Standards 


No more than 200 fecal coliform 100 milliliters of 
sample, relative to a control t at a public land/private 
land boundary 


Total Dissolved Solids 
Concentrations shall not exceed 500.0 mg. per liter. 


Ripecten Sebenowest 


i. 


Retain existing shade vegetation in riparian areas to supply 
woody debris in the strean. 


Increase standing and down large and small woody debris. 
Improve the quality and quantity of existing habitat. 
Initiate actions to increase shade and revegetation of 


yy Se ee ee ee ae 
snail woody sabris in areas where water quality standards 
are not 


Increase vertical heights and horizontal cover of total 
deciduous riparian shrubs and tree community. 
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Management Direction by Alternative 


Part IV. 
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Over time this information 
A current list of 


field cbeervaticas. 


‘f in 
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Visual Resource Management (VIE0) 


(See Map G, Vieval Resources). 
Water Rights and Agricultural Lands 


All new land altering activities would follow VERN classification 


io. 





be notified that 


the flow falle to 5$7)' 





The sean July diecharge from 1930 to 1993. 
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Agricultural Pields with Water Rights 


Flow 
(Cu. Pt. /Sec.) 





1.91 
0.61 
1.43 
3.13 





Bridge Creek 


Bridge Creek 


Bridge Creek 


Gable Creek 











92 Pasture” Bridge Creek 











Owens Fields” 


7.87 
1.2 
0.6 


Priest Hole 





River John ft 


1.8 


7 
i i 
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Hl et 
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and fenced separetely from the Sutton 
-3 miles of Bridge Creek at 
(See Map J in Alternative A). 


acres 
loseure contains 
lotament. 


al 


would be excluded from the exclosure indefinitely. 


y 3 
exc 
the 


ion of Girds Creek is 
made to work with 


an effort would be 
to protect the road while eliminating the 


ion to the cre.k channel. 


lotted 
port 
Departament 
side the 
would be pert of the Girds Creek Allotment. 
luded until this 


area contains 1,03 
K- Presently the 
can gsove from 
in the 
athe Gaeties 
are unfenced. 
Zs from 
of the roadbed 
yr 4+ y~y- 
CRMP, 
eck grasing wou be exc 
condition. 
y road 


ft. 


according to the standards 


for development, either new or 


(4) 


Pences: All fences 
would follow the 


(2) 





t All proposed cattleguards would be constructed 
Geecribed in Appendix G. 


to the 
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Carroll Risa 





Circle Bar 














Gable Creek 
Girds Creek 














ion, soil 


lished in 


have been established and will continue to 
—— — 
be 


value they sonitor. 


Aa@ditional 
ion utilisation studies 
































Study Bane Monitor Parameters Reference 
Measured 
Mecroinwertedrate Condition end trend of instress= Species enc Dicmaess Aquatic Mecro. Sempling. 
Analysis habitat BLM. Course Guice 6000- 
ST-5. Methods for 
Evelvueting Streams 
Riperian and Bictic 
Conditions. 1983 
Gen. Tech. InNT-i38 
Prysical Stream Condition end trend of fish Pool/Riffile rcetic, Gepth, Prineville Dietrict 
hebitet fieh hebitet, cover end Riperian 
shade Methods Mot eboot 
Meter Quality Charecterize weter — Ae Turbidity, G,, sulfetes, Ervi rormenta) 
monitor compliance with » nitretes, pe, Agency. 1991. Procedures 
fic conductivity, for handling enc chemical 
hardness, stress fla, enelysis of sediment and 
weter samples. 
Peat Crest Peet water levels Document the highest weter a ee Monitor ad 
level Guring « given tine Rvelvetion Plan. i 











———— Sie EEE . — Prineville vistrict. hotest et. 





























Study Name Monitor Parameters Reference 
Measured 
Climete Correletion of uwtilizetion end Crop yeer precipitetion Rengelend Monitoring In 
trend dGste a anc Mashington. 
1985. Bim. 5-6. 
Deubenmire Transect Vegetation trend of individus) Species composition, cover Trend Studies. 1995. BLA, 
species and ecological condition and frequency ag — Reference 4400- 
Genera) Cbeervetions Overall resource health Gpeervetions inent to and — and 
resource tions Evaluation Plen. 
BLM Prineville — 
General Photo Vegetation trend Species composition, vigor, and ; oo} end 
ty structure vstion Plan. . 
4 — 
Line Intercept Trend end ecological condition Bessel end foliar cover Trend Studies. 1985. BLM, 
Technical Reference 4400- 
4. 42-46. 
Nested Frequency Trend and ecological condition Species ition, Trend Studies. 1985. BLA, 
frequency indi vidue) Technical Reference 4400- 
Sposies ond qroms coves i. 26-9}: 
Cbeerved Apperent Overall rengelend trend Professional judgement used | Rangeland Monitoring In 
: ceupesttion, ground | 3 un 30 eae 3h, 
compos on, — 
eover, plent welli ion, 
establishment end 
Special Stetus Plents Condition end trend of known : Vier “eproduction and Moni end 
papulstions t Aetual count or uation Plen. 1 " 
.. ®» @f pepuletion BLA, Prineville Dietrict. 
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Study Name Monitor Parameters Reference 
Measured 
Proto Pict Trend of individusl plent species ee composition, cover, | Trenc Studies. 1985. 
anc litter Tectr ical Reference ¢ 
4. 611. 
Monitor Parameters Reference 
Measured 











Actual Use Amount of livestocs wre to be Period of grezing ure and Actual Use Studies. i 
correleted with other utilizetion number of snimsls Technical Reference ¢ 
and climate studies 2. 

Key Aree Percent of removed by Utiligetion smownts besed Hone. Modification of: 


vegetsetion 
ant species per wit eres end 
On permanent study locetions 


om sia Gifferent intervals 
of wtilizetion 


Utilization Studies. 
1964. Technical Ref 
4400-3. 





Percent of vegetsetion removed by 
plent species per wait eres 


Vtiligetion esmounts based 
om six different intervels 
of utslization 


Utilization Studies. 
1984. Technical Ref 
4400-3. 





Riparian Bah. tet 
Study Name 


Channel Cross Section 





pettern of wtiligetion levels 


The 
ms using =epe or 
eer 


ial protos 


Monitor 


Sponges in channel eoaphstegy eves 
t 





Vtiligetion emownts besed 
om sian Gifferent intervals 
of wtiligetion end the size 
of each interval plotted 





Vtilizgetion Studies. 
1984. Technical Ref 
4400-3. 


Reference 


Parsons, Stephen C. end 
Shirley Hudson. 1985. 
Stream chennel cross 
section and 
/Bum. 





Cower Boerd 


Chenge in structure and cover 


Percent of cover per hell 
meter verticel intervals 
using eight different 

Deubenmire cover clesses 


enelysis. 

— Lewis x. is?. 
rien inventory end 

monitoring. Montene BLA 


rien cal 
letin Mo. i. 





Riperien Hebitet 


Trend of riperien plent 
Communi ties 


Plant species cumpasstien, 
structure end enime) 


BLY Menvel 6602 and 
Prineville Dietrict 


Riperien Inventory 
No ebook 





Riperien Photo 





Trend of rciperien plent 





Plent species composition, 





Prineville Dietrict 


communi ties structure Riperien Inventory 
Methods. ony Mot eboot . 
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Puture Studies 


The following studies and inventories are planned for the CRMP 
eres. Implementation will depend on funding and manpower levels. 


Initistion Monitor Parameters Reference 
Measured 











Within five Ecologics] condition Soils clessificetion, Maetione) Kandboot 
rot ou ecological site end Bandboot 4410-1. 
=> lil ementstion Comdition class 
Noxious Weed | Within three Extent of noxious weed Species identificetion end Modification of: Metionsl 
of ow infestetions ecres occupied Bandboot Kandboot 
ementstion 4410-1. 
Being Cover by species end Species identificetion and Airborne Video 
implemented riperien vegetetion trend ares occupied Methodology, 1994. BLM, 


Prineville District 





Percent of stream shedding Amount of shade os measured | Lower Joh Dey Monitoring 
by @ Soler Pethtfinder Progrem, 1995. Aiso, 

Solar Pethfindger 

instruction booklet. 








ng Spewning trend Number of redds per wit Coordinstion with Oregon 
implemented length Dept. of Fish end 
Wildlife 
Expend weter quality Turbidity, G, sulfetes, Eevironmenta! Protection 
Quality end am lemented studies to include eprings os, nitrates, ph, Agency. 1981. Procedures 
eture fic conductivity, for hendliing end chemice! 
harGness, stream flow, enelysis of sediment and 


kempereture end sitelinity | weter semples. 




















1996 Flow et eech weter Weter flow per wit of time | Oregon Dept. of Meter 
diversion point Resources 





Evaluation 


An annual meeting would be conducted to evaluate the progress of 
the CRMP. The meeting would involve the Lower John Day GeoTeam 
and any interested persons. A complete written evaluation would 
ee every five years after the date the CRMP becomes 

. ve. 


CRMP Modification 
Modifications to the CRMP would be based on monitor data, 
inventories, any special studies and changes with vidual ranch 


operations. Changes would result through coordination with the 
Lower John Day GeoTeam and the affected interests. 











Alternative A - Emphasize Commodity Production 
Access 


Motorized vehicles within the Sutton Mountain WSA and Pats Cabin Canyon 
WSA would be permitted on existing routes all year. (See Map E, 
Wilderness Study Areas). The remainder of the WSAs would be closid to 
vehicle entry. No other restrictions would be enacted throughout the 
planning area. (See Map I, Roads/Public Land Access). All existing BLM 
roads and ways outside the WSAs would be maintained on a regular basis. 


Leasable Minerals 


The mineral estate, controlled by the governemnt would remain open for 
exploration, development and granting of related rights-of-ways. oil, 
gas and geothermal leasing would continue with the entire federal 
reserved mineral estate — to exploration, but subject to standard 
lease requirements and stipulations with special stipulations applied as 
needed. (See Appendix C, Oil, Gas and Geothermal Leasing Stipulations). 
In addition, the following restrictions would be applied in certain 
sensitive areas with high resource values other then minerals. 


Visually Sensitive Areas A No Surface Occupancy (NSO) stipulation would 
apply s y sensitive areas rated in a Management Class II. If a 

scovery of mineral resources is made, alternatives for development and 
their ationship to the public land and other resources would be 
addressed as stated above. 


Steelhead Spawning and Regreng Streams A NSO stipulation would apply to 
mh one quarter eo ° r, Gable & Nelson Creeks. If 

extraction of the mineral is not considered feasible under these 

conditions, the area would not be leased for oil é gas exploration é 


development. 
Noxious Weeds 


Target Weeds All "A" rated weeds would be eliminated and al) "B" rated 
controlled within ten years depending on funding levels and 
environmental constraints. Refer to Part II.A. (Noxious Weeds) for the 

1993 listing of Wheeler County "A" and "B" rated weeds. 


Control Methods The type of weed control methods used would Be limited 
—t y constraints provided by existing policies and laws. It 

d —8 on such things as size of the treatment area, 
accessibility, terrain, funding and current environmental constraints. 


Rehabilitation The treated areas would be seeded with a mixture of 70%, 
or more, perennial bunchgrasses. The remainder *1* composed of forbs 
and shrubs. The kind of species would on t of site arc 
which ones would be best sdapted to the site. The species may be 
native, nonnative or both. The ication rate and method would be 


determined by an ID Team at the a specific project proposal is 
Recreation 
Back try B The existing county roads, State Highway 207 and 

r y 26, which circles Sutton Mountain, would be designated 


as a Back Country Byway. This action would be handled in a separate 
management document. The route would be from State Highway 26 down the 
Bridge Creek County road to the county road going from Bridge Creek to 
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Twickenham, to the Girds Creek County road and to Highway 207, and back 
to Highway 26. 


off Highway Vehicle (Oe. ) Use Off road vehicle use would be allowed in 
area cr Ow. s would be restricted to those roads 

designated as open to the public. 

The area located in T. 11 S., R. 21 E., Secs. 22, 23 and 26 would be 


designated as open to ORV use. (See Map I, Roads/Public Land Access; 
Alternative A). 


Special Status Species - Plants 


Survey for special status plants would continue in the CRMP area with an 
average of 500 acres completed each year, both as a result of inventory 
and project clearance work. Annual quantitative monitoring would be : 
es 


protection from livestock gra or public use activities need 
provided. Populations experiencing impacts would be fenced. 


The control of Wheeler County A and B listed weeds would occur in 
special status plant locations as needed, but with necessary mitigation 
measures to protect the desired species. All methods of weed control 
would be allowed. 

Visual Resource Management 


The existing human modificstions would be b A— ae liance with 


the management class standards where they are s would be 
done at the time each modification is RN ogg 
A rative effort would be made with the power company to move the 


exist power line to the west side of the Bridge Creek County Road. 
—* would be done when major servicing work becomes necessary on the 


Upland Vegetation Manipulations 


Forage production would be emphasized while improving areas of the 
watershed which are in poor condition and have potential for 
improvement. Every effort would be made to accomplish this over a five 
year period. The areas presently [ee = for seedings, juniper cutting 
and controlled burning are listed 


An Ecological Site Inventory (ESI) would be done on the remaining 
noninventoried public lands within three years of initiating the CRMP. 
Future vegetation treatment areas would be identified through the ESI 
process and analyzed in a separate EA. 


Proposed Treatment Areas 


Eleven treatment areas have been identified and listed in Table 5. (See 
Maps K and L, Project Implementation - Alternative A, both Sutton 
Mountain Allotment Cattle and Sheep/Cattle Options). Vegetation 
manipulation projects for historic or recently used wees fields, 
are addressed under Water =e. and Agricultural 
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Area _Mumber of Acres J Area |__ umber of Acres 
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TOTAL 


a. Treatments for Areas A through K 


(1) A rangeland drill would be used yk ig the seed. All 
would be done during the f pericd (October through 
December) . 


(2) Drill rows would be contoured with the slope on hills greater the 
four percent. 


(3) The seed mix is shown in Table 6. 


(4) Livestock gra would not be authorized during the first two 
consecutive seasons following the seeding. 


(5) The disking and seed drilling phases would be done up to ten feet 
from Bear and Bridge Creek and the John Day River for areas D, F, 
G, I, J and K. In area C, these treatments would be no closer 
then 20 feet from the cutback of Meyers Canyon. 


Table 6 


Alternatives A and B 
Upland Seeding Mix and Application Rate 


a x 


2,102 






































Grasses 
Bluebunch Wheatgrass Agropyron spicatum Secar N 4 lbs/ac 
Thickspike Wheatgrass | Agropyron dasystachyum Critana N 4 lbs/ac 
Sheep Fescue Festuca ovina var. sulcata Covar I 2 lbs/ac 
Big Bluegrass Poa ampla Sherman N 2 lbs/ac 
Basin Wildrye Elymus cinereus : Magnar N 3 lbs/ac 
Forbs : | 
Sulfur Flower | eriogonum umbellatum | o i N | 1 lbs/ac 
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Small Burnet Sanguisorba minor Delar 


2 lbs/ac 





| Linum lewisii | appar | | __1 lbs/ac 














Blue Flax 
Shrub | 
Shadscale | atriplex confertifolia | — | N | 1 lbs/ac 
Total Pounds Per Acre 20 lbs/ac 
. = ve, s 


Treatments for Area — 


(1) Within two weeks prior to cuttiag, the seed mixture in Table 6 
would be broadcast seeded. 


(2) All live juniper trees with a Diameter Breast Height (DBH) of less 
than epproximately eight inches, would be cut down. They would be 
cut low enough that no live branches remain on the stump. 


(3) The cutting period would be from September through December. 
Cutting would be completed within 30 days. 


(4) A controlled burn would be done within five years of 
implementation of the CRMP. A separate EA and burn plan would be 
Gone for this phase of the treatment. 


Water Rights and Agricultural Lands 


The twelve agricultural fields would be 


iccigation and Crop Production 
leased for the purpose of irrigated crop production. (See Map C, 
Agricultural Fields With Water Rights). 


Any agricultural fields not leased for some form of irrigated crop 
production would be treated for noxious weeds and planted to a perennial 
tion as described below. The water rights appurtenant to the 
nonleased fields would be either leased to an entity or trust for the 

purpose of maintaining the water as an instream right or used to 


irrigate the planted species. 
Agricultural Lands - Treatment Method 


a. The year prior to seeding, fields would be treated for noxious 
weeds. 

b. The following year, fields would be plowed or disked to prepare a 
seedbed. 

c. Seed would be planted either during the fall (October 


December) or early spring periods (February through April). 


a. Planting would be done by using a seed drill. The seed mix and 
application rates are shown in Table 7. 


e. Any livestock grazing would not be authorised during the first two 
consecutive growing seasons following a seeding. 
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Zable 7 
Alternatives A and 5 
Agricultural Lands - Species Mix and Application Rate 


Common Name Scientific Name Planting Rate 
. 













































































Grasses 
Crested Wheatgrass Agropyron cristatum Pairway I 3 ilbs/sc 
Crested Wheatgrass Agropyron sibiricum P27 I 3 ibs/ac 
_Thickspike Wheatgrass | Agropyron dasystachyus — 1 4 ibs/ac 
_Sheep Fescue Pestuca ovina var. sulceta Covar I 2 ibs/ac 
_Big Bluegrass Poa ampla Sherman N 2 lbs/ac 
Basin Wildrye Elymus cinereus Magnar 868 3 lbs/ac 

Forbs 
Sainfoin Onobrychis viciaefolia Melrose I 2 lbs/ac 
Sulfur Flower Eriogonum umbellatum — x 1 lbs/ac 
Small Surnet Sanguisorba minor Delar I 2 lbs/ac 
Blue Flax Linum lewisii Appar N 1 lbs/ac 
Alfalfa Medicago sativa Ranger I & lbs/ac 
Alfalfa Medicago sativa Nomad I & lbs/ac 

: Shrubs | 
Shadscale | Atriplex confertifolia | — | N | 1 lbs/ac 
Basin Bis jer | Artemisia tridentata tridentata — & lbs/ac 
Total Pounds Per Acre 25% lbs/ac 
= Native, = Introducec 


- The public land livestock grazing capacities and number of acres are 
summarized in Table 6. (See Appendix H, Table 39, for a description of 
how AUM levels were determined, by allotment, for Alternative A; also, 
see Appendix I, for a summary of acres and AUMs by allotment and 
alternative). Future use levels and adjustments would be based on 
allotment evaluations. 


The proposed allotment and pasture boundary locations are shown on Map J 
~- Sutton Mountain CRMP - Grazing Allotments; Alternative A. 
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Alternative A 
Public Land Acres and Allowable AUMs 
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King of Livestock: Cattle 
Season of Use: March 1 to June i 
Grazing System: Spring rotation as shown in Table 9. 


Zable 2 
Alternative A and B 
Carroll Ria Allotment - Grazing Schedule 


Pasture year one Year Two 
Ris 5/1 - 5/15 4/15 - 4/30 
(2) Circle Bar Allotment, 02531 
(a) Cattle/Sheep Option 


Kind of Livestock: Cattle and Sheep 


Season of Use: Cattle, November 1 to April 1 
Sheep, March 1 to May 30 


Grazing Syatem: Fall/Winter use for cattle as shown in Table 10. 
or 











Grazing Stipulations Ow, 
Sheep Option, would be adhered to while sheep use is occurring. 


Pasture Year One Year Two 











Spring Fall/Winter Spring Pall/Winter 
, > Use Cattle Use , > Use Cattle Use) 
East 3/1 - 4/28 11/1 - 2/9 4/3 - 5/20 12/24 ~ 4/1 
Wast 4/29 - 5/30 2/10 - 4/1 3/1 - 4/2 | 11/1 = 12/23 
Owens Fields | 11/1 - 2/9 | Bi ee 12/24 - 4/1 
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(>) Sheep Option 


Season of Use: March 1 to May 30 
October 1 to December 31 


Grazing System: There would be two use areas - East and West 
Pastures. One-third of the <vtal AUMs (350) would be authorized 
@uring the spring use per..d and two-thirds (750 AUMs) in the 
fall/winter period. 


Grazing Stipulations: 
(a) Sheep would be herded while using public land. 


(b) Locations for sheep camps and sheep bedding areas would be 
determined prior to any grazing use. 


(c) Utilization of the riparian vegetation, by livestock, would 
be no greater then 20% et any one location. Beyond this 
level of use, grazing would be terminated for the remainder 
of the use period. Wo use would be ellowed in the bottom of 


Meyers Canyon. 

(4) Grazing use by sheep, on bitterbrush, would be no 
than 10% of the current years growth in the following 
locations: T.118., R.228., Secs. 5 Whswh , 6, 7 and 6 Way thy ; 
and T.118., R. 218., Secs. 11 SBk, 12, 13, 14, 23 Wy and 24 


(e) No livestock grazing would be allowed along Bridge Creek, 
west of the 92 Pasture. 


(3) Crown Rock Allotmesat, 02609 


Kind of Livestock: Cattle 


Season of Uae: March 15 to May 15 
October 15 to December 15 


Grasing “ystems: AUMs allocated to each pasture be used 
anytime during the grazing periods shown in Table ii. 


Fifty AUMs of fall grazing would be used in the Coyote Canyon 
Pasture of the Sutton Mountain Allotment each fall. 


t Bear Creek would be excluded from livestock 
grazing @ return to proper functioning condition. 








Zable i) 
Alternative A 
Crown Rock Allotment - Grazing Schedule 


Allotment / bi Od 





Year Two 


Ewe vals | spring 


Crown Rock Allotment / 3/15 to 5/15 
3/15 to $/15 















Willow Springs Pasture 


Crown Rock Allotment/ 
Crown Rock Pasture 














Sutton Mountain Allotment/ 
coyote Canyon Pasture 


10/15 to 12/15 


(4) Dead Dog Canyon, 02537 


Bing of Livestock: Cattle 
Season of Use: March 1 to May 1 
Grazing System: One pasture, spring use only. 
(5) Gable Creek Allotment, 02516 
(a) Cattle Option 
Kind of Livestock: Cattle 
Season of Use: November 1 to December 30 


Grazing Syvetem: One pasture, fall/winter use. 


1) Livestock would be herded each day. Cattle within a half 
mile of Bridge, Gable, Mud and Nelson Creeks would be moved 
to higher areas to establish a pattern of grazing away from 
riparian sones. 

2) Utilization of the riparian vegetation, by iivestock, would 
be no greater then 20% at any one location. Beyond this 


level of use and grazing would be terminated for the 
remainder of the use period. 


(b>) Sheep Option 
Kind of Livestock: Sheep 
Season of Use: March 15 to May i 
Grazing System: One pasture, spring use only. 
Gxasing Stipulations: 
(1) Sheep would be herded while using public land. 


(2) Locations for sheep camps and sheep bedding areas would be 
determined pricr to any grazing use. 
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(3) Grazing or trailing sheep would be avoided across rocky 
scabby soils with very little vegetation. These soils are 
extremely erosive (Very gravelly and very shaly loams - 
Donning and Venator Soil Series). 


(4) Livestock watering would be limited to developed springs. 
Watering from Gable, Mud and Welson Creeks would be done 
only when absolutely necessary. 

(5) Utilization of the riparian vegetation, by livestock, would 
be no greater then 20% at any one location. Beyond this 
level of use, grazing would be terminated for the remainder 
of the use pericd. 


(6) Girds Creek Allotwest, 02561 


Bind of Livestock: Cattle 


Season of Yee: April 1 to June 30 


Grazing Syetes: No established system. The Horse Mountain 
Pasture would be managed as «a “scattered tract” area because less 
than ten percent of the allotment consists of public land. 
Grazing Stipulation: Wo livestock grazing would be authorized in 
the Girds Creek Riparian Pasture pending the restoration of Girds 
Creek. 

(7) Mary Misener Allotment, 02592 
Kind of Livestock: Cattle 


Season of Use: April 1 to June 1 


(8) Packsaddle Mountain Allotment, 02659 


(8) Sutton Mountain Allotment, 02533 










t The grazing schedule is shown in Table 12. The 
— use rotation dates are based on « herd 5 
Fifty AUMe of fall use would be authorized in the Coyote Canyon 


Pasture. 








1) The Bridge Creek Riparian Pasture would be excluded fro=# 
livestock grazing pending complete riparian restoration. 


2) All livestock grazing would be excluded from the Agate Point 
Pasture. Grazing would be authorized only on « as-needed 











basis. 
Zable 12 
Alternative A 
Sutton Mountain Allotment - Grazing Schedule 
Cattle Option 
Pasture | year one | _—_—svear Two | _Year Three 
River 3/18 to 3/20 3/15 to 3/20 3/15 to 3/20 
Coyote Canyon 3/21 to 4/10 5/26 to 6/15 5/2 to 5/25 
10/15 to 12/15 10/15 to 12/15 10/15 to 12/15 
_Stovepipe Springs 4/ll to 5$/1 3/21 to 4/10 $/26 to 6/15 
Sutton Mountain 5/2 to 6/15 4/11 to 5/25 3/21 to $/1 











(b) Sheep/Cattle Optica 





lotment 
AUMe of fall cattle use would be allowed in the Coyote Canyon 
Pasture each year. 








Grazing Stipulations: 


1) Sheep grazing would not be suthorized below the ris of Black 
Canyon pending riparian recovery. 


2) All livestock grazing would be excluded from the Agate Point 
Wetland Pasture. Grazing would be authorized only on « as- 
needed basis. This wetland restoration area is located on 
the north side of the John Day River from the Priest Hole 
Agricultural Field. 


3) Locations for sheep camps and sheep bedding areas would be 
Getermined pricr to any grazing use. 


4) Sheep use in the riparian sone of Bridge Creek would be 
limited to occasional watering and crossing the creek. The 
majority of watering would be done at developed springs. 
Utilisation of the riparian vegetation, by sheep, would be 
mo greater then 20% at any one location. 


Zable 13 
Alternative A 
Sutton Mountain Alictment - Grazing Schedule 
Sheep/Cattle Option 






























Use Area Year Two 
spring | rat | spring =| ra 
Coyote Canyon Sheep Sheep Cattle Sheep 
3/18 - 4/14 12/2 = 12/31 4/24 - $/15 10/1 = 10/31 
Cattle Cattle 
10/15 = 12/15 10/18 - 12/15 
Stovepipe Springs Cattle Sheep Sheep Sheep 
4/24 - 5/15 10/1 = 10/31 3/15 - 4/14 42/2 = 12/31 
Sutton Mountain - North Sheep Sheep =e 
4/i5 - 5/15 1if/i = 12/1 5/16 - 6/15 
















ans 6 15 


Sheep 
5/16 - 6/15 





All the proposed projects for Alternative A are summarized in Table 14. 
The term “Gr'sting Option” refers to the Cattle and Sheep/Cattle Options 
for the Sutton Mountain Allotment. For a complete listing and 
Geecription of all the projects refer to J. (See Map K for the 
project locations under Sutton Mountain Allotment - Cattle Option and 
Map L for Sutton Mountain Allotment - Sheep/Cattle Option). 








Zable 14 
Project Summary ~- Alternative A 





















































Units 

Fences - Hew 25.7 Miles 

Fences - Reconstruction 5.9 Miles 

Sutten @ Gitte Fences - Relocation 0.6 Miles 
| Cattleguards - 16° width ‘ 
| Cattleguards ~ 22° width i 
- Kew il 
_Springs — Reconstruction 21 
i 

Fences - New 21.1 Miles 

Fences - Reconstruction 2.2 Hiles 

Sutton - Sheep/Cattie Fences - Relocation 0.6 Miles 
| Cattleguards ~ 16’ width i 
_Cattleguards - 22’ width 1 
Springs - mew i 
| Springs - Reconstruction 21 
Rydroren i 
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Alternative B - Emphasize Commodity Production 
While Accommodating Natural Values 


i 
; 
C 


Beads The same Sack Country Byway route, as proposed under Alternative 
A, would be proposed under this alternative. 


In aGdition, refer to Part IV.C.1. - Access. 


Same a8 Alternative A, but with the following exceptions. 


a. Populations of Federal Candidate species would be fenced, as- 
needed, to exclude heavy recreational, OHV, or livestock use. 


b. A preference would be given to non-chemical weed control methods 
when ever feasible. Monitoring would be used to determine the 
effects of any weed control methods. 


Visual Resource Management 


The existing human modifications would be inventoried and brought into 
compliance with the standards for Management Class III, or above, when 
maintenance is performed or whenever ical. 


A cooperative effort would be made with the 

existing power line slong the east « of 

This would be done from the point along the roed where the line co 
firet be seen, when going north, to « point past the 
formations (T.118., R.218., Sec. 5&, . 
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Upland Vegetation Manipulations 


The same a8 Alternative A; however, areas in poor condition would be 
improved over « ten year period. The areas proposed for treatment «are 
listed in Table 5. An Ecological Site Inventory (ESI) 

the remaining noninventoried public iands within five years o 
initiating the CRMP. Future vegetation treatment areas would 


Proposes Treatment Areag The same es Alternative A, except Area E 
(Table 5) would only be cut. This would be according to the 
stipulations described in Alternative A. (See Mapes © and P, Project 


Implementation - Alternative 8, Sutton Mountain Allotment, both Cattle 
and Sheep/Cattle Options). 


Water Rights and Agricultural Lands 
The 92 Acre, Eighteen Acre, Uneworth, Connolly, Priest Hole and John Day 


River agricultural fields would be evailable for leasing for the purpose 
of irrigated crop production. (See Map C, Agricultural Fields with 


Water Rights). 
The remaining egricultural fields would be treated as described in 
Alternative A. Also, if any of the above six fields are not leased for 


crop production, they would be treated in the same manner as the 
nonproduction fields. 


Livestock Grazing 
Allotment Grazing Capacities and Boundaries 


The public lend livestock grazing capacities and number of acres are 
summarized below in Table 15. (See Appendix H, Table 40, for « 
Gescription of how AUM levels were determined, by allotment, for 
Alternative 8; alec, see Appendix H, for a summary of public land acres 
and AUMs allotment). Future use levele and edjustments would be 
based on lotment evaluations. 


The proposed allotment and pasture boundary locations are shown on Map f 
- Sutton Mountain CRAP - Grazing Allotments; Alternative 8B. 











Zabie 15 
Alternative 68 
Public Land Acres end Allowable AUNe 
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Grazing Systems 
Carroll Rig Allotment, 02590 


The same as Alternative A. 


Circle Bar Allotwenst, 02531 


(@) 


(b) 


Cattle/Sheep Option 
Bing of Livestock: Cattle and Sheep 


Season of Use: Cattle, November 1 to April i 
Sheep, March 1 to May 30 


Grazing System: Fall/Winter cattle use and spring sheep use 
Two-thirds (620 AUMs) of the total AUMs would be authorized 


cattle use. The remaining 310 AUMs would used for 
the spring. The AUMs allocated for each period of use may be used 
anytime during the respective seasons of use. 


Grazing Stipulations - Cattle: 


1) Livestock would be herded each day. Cattle within 
approximately one half mile of Bridge Creek or Meyers 
would be moved to higher areas to establish « pattern of 


grazing away from riparian sones. 


2) Utilisation of the riparian vegetation, by livestock, would 
be no greater then 20% at any one location. Beyond this 
level of use and grazing would be terminated for the 
remainder of the use period. 


Grazing Stipulations - Sheep: The stipulations listed below, 
unger the Sheep Option, would be adhered to while sheep use is 
occurring. 


Sheep Option 

Kind of Livestock: Sheep 

Season of Use: April 1 to May 30 
October 15 to December 31 


Grazing System: There would be two use areas ~- East and West of 
Bridge Creek. One-third (350 AUMs) of the total AUMs would be 
authorized during the spring use period and two-thirds (750 AUMs) 
in the fall/winter period. 


Grazing Stipulations: 
(a) Sheep would be herded while using public land. 


(b) Locations for sheep camps and sheep bedding areas would be 
determined prior to any grazing use. 


(c) Utilization of the riparian vegetation, by livestock, would 
be no greater then 20% at any one location. Beyond this 
level of use and grazing would be terminated for the 
remainder of the use period. No use would be allowed in the 


bottom of Meyers Canyon. 
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(@) Grazing use by sheep, on bitterbrush, would be no greater 
of the current years growth in the following 

locations: T.115., R.22E., Sece. 5 WySWe, 6, 7 and & Wik; 
212., Secs. 11 SEk, 12, 13, 14, 23 We and 24 


(e) No livestock grazing would be allowed along Bridge Creek, 
weet of the 92 Pasture. 

(3) Crown Rock Allotment, 02609 

The seme as Alternative A. 
(4) Dead Deg Canyon, 02537 

Kind of Livestock: Cattle 

Season of Use: March 15 to May 1 

Grazing System: One pasture, spring use only. 
(5S) Gable Creek Allotment, 02516 

(a) Cattle Option 

Bind of Livestock: Cattle 

Season of Vee: November 1 to December 30 

Grazing System: One pasture, fall/winter use. 


1) Livestock would be herded each day. Cattle within 
approximately one half mile of Bridge, Gable, Mud and Nelson 
Creeks would be moved to higher areas to establish « pattern 
of grazing away from riparian stones. 


2) Utilization of the riparian vegetation, by livestock, would 
be no greater then 20% at any one location. Beyond this 


level of use, grazing would be terminated for the remainder 
of the use period. 


(b) Sheep Option 
Kind of Livestock: Sheep 
Season of Use: arch 15 to May 1 
Grazing System: ne pasture, spring use only. 
Grazing Stipulations: 
1) Sheep would be herded while using public land. 


2) Locations for sheep camps and sheep bed )© areas would be 
determined prior to any grazing use. 


3) Grazing or trailing sheep would be avoided across rocky 
ecabby soils with very little vegetation. These soils are 
extremely erosive (Very gravelly and very shaly loams - 
Donning and Venator Soil Series). 
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(7) 


4) Livestock watering would be limited to developed springs. 
Watering from Gable, Mud and Neleon Creeks would be done 
only when absolutely necessary. 


S) Utilization of the riparian vegetation, by livestock, would 


The same e8 Alternative A. 


Mary Misener Allotment, 02592 


Bing of Livestock: Cattle 
Season of Yee: April 1 to June i 
Grazing System: One pasture, spring use only. 


Packseddle Mountain Allotment, 02659 


The same a6 Alternative A. 


Sutton Mountain Allotment, 02533 


Cattle Option 


Bing of Livestock: Cattle 
Season of Yee: March 15 to May 30 


Grasing Syaetem: The greasing syetem is shown in Table 16. The 
Gates are based on « herd sise of 475 cows. 


To accommodate fall grazing use from the Crown Rock Allotment, 50 
AUMse of fall cattle use would be allowed in the Coyote Canyon 
Pasture each year. 


Grasing Stipulations: 
i) Bridge Creek would be excluded from livestock grazing 
pending moderate riparian recovery. 


2) All livestock grazing would be excluded from the Agate Point 
Wetland Pasture. Grazing would be authorized only on « ae- 
needed basis. The pasture is located on the north side of 
the John Day River from the Priest Hole Agricultural Field. 





$5 

















River 3/15 to 3/20 3/15 to 3/20 3/15 to 3/20 

Coyote Canyon 3/21 to 4/10 5/10 to $/30 3/21 to 4/10 

10/1$ to 12/15 10/15 to 12/15 10/15 to 12/15 

_Stovepipe Springs 4/ll to 5/1 3/21 to 4/10 $/10 to $/30 
Sutton Mountain $/2 to $/30 4/ll to 5/9 4/ll tc s/9 











Grasing System The system would be « modified rest-rotation type 


is obtained, the would be grazed with the Sutton- 
North. The division line would become the cowth ria of Bleck 
Canyon. 
Cathie Vee would be authorized in the two Bridge Creek use areas 


Mountain Allotment. (See Part IV.8.5.b. for additional 
information on the AUM tranefer). 


Grazing Stipulations: 
1) Sheep grazing would not be authorized below the ria of Black 
Canyon pending riparian recovery. 


2) All livestock grazing would be excluded from the Agate Point 
Wetland Pasture. Grazing would be authorized only on « ae- 
needed basis. This pasture is located on the north side of 
the John Day River from the Priest Hole Agricultural Field. 


3) Sheep would be herded while using public land. 


4) Locations for sheep cempe and sheep bedding «reas would be 
Getermined prior to any grating use. 
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$s) Sheep vee in the riparian sone 


Tabis_i7 
Alternative 8 
Sutton Mountain Allotment - Grazing Schedule 


Sheep/Cattle Option 


Use Ares QE ee ee 

















Coyote Canyon Sheep Sheep Cattle Sheep 
3/i - 3/26 12/6 - 12/31 4/24 - $/15 10/15 - 11/9 
Cattle Cattle 
10/15 - 12/15 10/18 - 12/15 
Stovepipe Springs Cattle Sheep Sheep Sheep 
4/24 - $/15 10/15 - 11/9 3/i - 3/26 12/6 - 12/31 
Sutton Mountain ~- North Sheep Sheep Sheep 
3/27 = 4/21 11/10 - 12/5 4/22 - 5/15 















i 


3/27 =- 4/21 11/10 - 13/5 


Sheep 
4/22 - $/15 


All the proposed projects for Alternative 8 are summarized in Table 18. 
The term “Grazing Option” refers to the Cattle and Sheep/Cattle Options 
for the Sutton Mountain Allotment. For « complete listing and 
Geecription of 411 the projects refer to Appendix J. (See Map © for the 
project locations under Sutton Mountain Allotment - Cattle Option ad 
Map P for Sutton Mountain Allotment ~- Sheep/Cattile Option). 
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wake 
Project Summary ~ Alternative & 


Grazing Option |___ Project type | nits 


















































Fences ~- Hew 18.6 Hiles 
Fences - Reconstruction 5.9 Miles 
Sutton - Cattle Fences ~ Relocetion 0.6 Kiles 
| Catt leguards - 16° width J 
| Catt leguards ~ 22° width i 
- Rew ii 
Spriugs ~ Reconstruction 23 
2 EE SS eee 
Fences ~ Hew 14.0 Miles 
Fences - Reconstruct ion 2.2 Miles 
Sutton - Sheep/Cattle Fences ~ Relocation 0.6 Miles 
| Cattleguards ~ 16" width 1 
| Catt leguards ~ 22° width i 
Springs - New 13 
Springs - Reconstruction 2i 
ee  — ———E————— 
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D. Alternative C - Existing Management 

i. Access 
Current rosd closures (under road closure order) would be made 
permanent as shown on Map Q, Roeds/Public Lands Access. Motorized 
vehicles would be permitted on all other roads. All SLM roads open to 
the public would be maintained on an as-needed basis. 

2. Leasable Minerals 


The direction given in the Two Rivers BMP, dated 1986, would be 
followed. 


3. Noxious Weeds 
⸗ Weeds The focus would be to control Wheeler County “A* and “5” 
ra ; The rete end nunber ef species targeted would depend on 


and which species are causing the greatest problem. Presently, 
the species being treated are yellow star thistle and diffuse and 


Russian knapweed. 

—— Methods Chemicals — by spray methods would be the 

prefer means of control, although, all other methods would be 

considered. 

Rehabilitation Treated areas would be allowed to reseed naturally. 

pasctieg trestment Arese _Trestment areas are located in Owens Fields, 
ree Fie Bri Creek County Road right-of-way. 

Existing areas of yellow sta stle infestations sare shown on Map H, 

Noxious Weeds/Yellow Starthistile. 





4. Recreation 
Camping Dispersed and unrestricted camping would continue. 
Roads Refer to Part IV.C.1. - Access. 
Off Road Vehicle (ORV) Use Wo ORV use area would be designated. 


s. Special Status Species ~ Plants 


Survey for oo status plants would continue in the CRMP area with an 
average of acres completed each year, both as a result of inventory 
and project clearance work. Areas proposed for weed control would 
continue to be inventoried prior to control efforts and would be 
excluded from chemical control should special status plants be found. 
Known populations of special status plants would be qualitatively 
monitored once every two years to determine general lation trends 
and threats. Populetions found to be threatened by livestock grazing or 
other management practices or use would be yrotected through fencing as 
needed. 


6. Vieval Resource Management 


The mane t direction listed under Part "V.A.11., Management Common 
to All ternatives, ah No spec ti f#ctions would be taken 
concerning existing human fications. 
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The existing power line, along the east side of the Bridge Creek County 
Road, would remain unchanged. 


Upland Vegetation Manipulations 


No projects in progress. 
Water Rights and Agricultural Lands 


The 92 Acre, Eighteen Acre, Unsworth, Priest Hole and John Day River 
agricultural fields would continue to be leased for irrigation and 
cropping. (See Map C, Agriculture Fields). 


The water rights appurtenant to the unleased fields would be leased to 
an entity or trusts for the purpose of maintaining the water as an 
instream right. If the rights are not leased, the water would be used 
to irrigate existing species. 


Livestock Grazing 
Allotment Grazing Capacities and Boundaries 


The public land livestock grazing capacities and number of acres are 
summarized below in Table 19. (See Appendix H, Table 41, for a 
description of how AUM levels were determined, by allotment, for this 
Alternative C; also, see Appendix I for a summary of public land acres 
and AUMs by allotment and alternative). Future use levels and 
adjustments would be based on allotment evaluations. The existing 
allotment and pasture boundary locations are shown on Map B. 
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Zable 19 
Aiternative C 
Public Land Acres and Allowable AUMs 


Allotment/ Pasture 




















Circle Bar Lt 4,656 
tes 14,825 

Quens Fields 227 

Tetals 19,708 





















































c. Grasing Systems 
(1) Carroll Rim Allotment, 02590 
Kind of Livestock: Cattle 





Season of Use: March 1 to June 1 





Grazing System: Spring rotation with complete rest during the 
third year as shown in Table 20. 











Pasture 


Hidden Spring 


Table 20 
Alternative C 
Carroll Rim Allotment - Grazing Schedule 


Over Three 








Rim 


5/1 - 5/15 4/15 - 4/30 ) REST 


(2) Circle Bar Allotment, 02531 


Prior to 1989, the allotment was grazed by cattle between June 1 
and September 30. As part of the Sutton Mountain Land Exchange 
Agreement any existing leases involving private land in the 
allotment were honored. One lease agreement qualified under the 
pre-exchange agreement. It involved s grazing, so as a 
result, this of livestock was authorized until the expiration 
date of the lease in 1993. What is described below is what was 
allowed up to the fall of 1993. 


If future livestock grazing is authorized under this alternative, 
it would have to be cattle in order to be in compliance with the 
Two Rivers Rangeland Program Summary, dated 1986. That has been 
the historic use for several years prior to 1989. 


Kind of Livestock: Sheep 





Season of Use: March 1 to May 30 
October 1 to February 28 





Grazing System: The allotment is presently divided into two use 
areas - Bridge Creek, West and East. 


Graz Stipulations: 
(a) Sheep were herded while using public land. 


(b) No livestock grazing was allowed in the bottom of Meyers 
Canyon. 


(c) Bitterbrush areas in the following locations were not open 
to grazing: T.11S., R.22E., Secs. 5 W4SWa, 6, 7 and 8 Wann; 
and T.11S., R. 21E., Secs. 11 SEM, 12, 13, 14, 23 W% and 24 
NWGW4. 


(d) Wo livestock grazing was allowed along Bridge Creek, west of 
the 92 Pasture. 


(e) Livestock use in the riparian zone along Bridge Creek was 
limited to watering from Bridge Creek and crossing. 


(3) Crown Rock Allotment, 02609 


Kind of Livestock: Cattle 





Season of Use: April 1 to May 15 





October 1 to cember 30 











Grazing System: The present grazing system is shown in Table 21. 
In the fett the cattle have used a partially fenced portion of the 


Sutton Mountain Allotment in the area of Pats Cabin and Lockwood 
Canyons. There are two problems with the continence of this 
system. First, the lease the operator in the Crown Rock Allotment 
had in Sutton Mountain, expirec on December 31, 1992. Second, the 
area in Sutton Mountain is oniy partially fenced so cattle are 
able to access Bridge Creek. If this alternative is selected, a 
———— would have to be made to either continue using the 
Sutton Mountain Allotment or start authorizing fall use in this 
allotment. 


Table 21 
Alternative Cc 
Crown Rock Allotment - Grazing Schedule 








Pasture Fall 






Spring 


4/1 to 4/15 






Willow Springs 
Crown Rock 








4/16 to 5/15 
10/1 to 12/30 






Sutton Mountain Allot. 
Pats Cabin Pasture 


(4) Dead Dog Canyon, 0253 
Kind of Livestock: Cattle 


Season of Use: March 15 to May 1 

Grazing System: One pasture, spring use only. 
(5) Gable Creek Allotment, 02516 

Kind of Livestock: Sheep 

Season of Use: March 15 to May 1 


Grazing System: One pasture, spring use only. 








Graz s ations: 

(a) Sheep would be herded while using public land. 

(b) Grazing or trailing s would be avoided across rocky 
scabby soils with very little ——— These soils sare 
ee S erosive er Oey oa very shaly loams - 
Donning and Venator Soil Series 


(c) Locations for on camps and sheep bedding areas would be 
determined prior to any grazing use. 








(6) Girds Creek Allotment, 02561 





Kind of Livestock: Cattle 





Season of Use: April 1 to June 30 





—— * It would continue to be managed as a “scattered 
ra ° t since less than ten percent of the allotment 


consists of public land. This would continue as long as no 
detrimental effects occur to the public lands. 


——— et bpulation: No livestock gra would be authorized in 

asture. This is due to lack of fences for 
livestock control, although, some unauthorized grazing use has 
occurred. : 

(7) Mary Misener Allotment, 02592 
Kind of Livestock: Cattle 


Season of Use: March 15 to June l 








Gra System: The allotment is divided into two pastures, but 
re is no grazing system. In addition, there is a problem 
whenever cattle use pasture on top of Sutton Mountain because 


there is no physical separation between this pasture and the 
Sutton Mountain Allotment. If this alternative is selected, some 
type of solution would be needed. 

(8) Packsaddle Mountain Allcotmest, 02659 
Kind of Livestock: Cattle 
Season of Use: March 16 to November 15 


Gra System: Wo established system. It would continue to be 
as a custodial allotment as long as no detrimental effects 
occur to the public land. 


(9) Suattes Mountaiz Allotment, 02533 
Kind of Livestock: Cattle 


Season of Use: April 1 to June 1 
October 1 to December 31 


Graz System: The present system is shown in Table 22. Fifty- 
ve of fall use has been authorized in the fenced western 
half of the Coyote Springs Pasture. 


Gra Stipulation: Al] livestock grazing would continue to be 
rom te Point Pasture. Grazing would be 
authorized only on a as-needed basis. 











Table 22 
Alternative C 
Sutton Mountain allotment - Grazing Schedule 


Pasture | Use Peri 














Coyote Canyon 4/1 - 4/30 
10/1 - 12/31 
Stovepipe Springs 4/1 - 4/30 
Sutton Mountain 5/1 - 6/1 
d. Projects 


There would be no proposed projects for Alternative C. All known 
projects are shown on Map R. For a complete listing and description of 
all the projects for the other alternatives, refer to Appendix J. 
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The Sutton Mountain WSA and Pats Cabin WSA would be closed to motorized 
vehicles all year except for the Meyers Canyon road, Meyers Canyon way, 
Spring Canyon way, and Stovepipe Spring way. These routes would be open 
to vehicle use based on the fcllowiag descriptions. Public lands south 
of the John Day Fossil Beds Wational Monument, Painted Hills Unit, west 
of the Bridge Creek Road, north of Highway 26, and east of a dirt road 
in T. 11, R. 20, Section 11 would be closed to motorized vehicles. 

Public roads in the planning area south of Highway 26 would be closed to 
motor vehicles except for the county maintained road in T. 11 S., R. 21 
E., Sections 27, 28 and 33 and two short spur roads (about half-a-mile 
each in length) originating in Section 33. The remainder of the 

P area would be open to motorized vehicles except for the 
closures described below. (See Map 5S). 


Roads Closed to All Access and Rehabilitated 


The following roads would be closed to administrative and public access 
and rehabilitated: 


a. The old Corral road iT. 11 S., R. 22 E., Sec. 7) (1.2 miles) 
after passing through the crested wheatgrass seeding field. 


The two short spur roads on the east side of the Gable Creek 
road. One is located in T. 11 S., R. 21 E., Sec. 28, WE 1/4 
SE 1/4 and Sec. 27, SW 1/4 and the other is in T. 11 S., R. 
21 £., Sec. 33, WW 1/4 (0.7 miles). 


c. The Se: t Butte road located in T. 11 &S., R. 21 E., Sec 
17 (0.6 miles). 


d. The upper section of the Spring Canyon way located in T. 11 
S., R. 21 E., Sec 18, SW 1/4 and Sec 19, Ww 1/4 (0.3 miles). 


e. The Priest Hole short cut located in T. 10 S., R20 E., Sec 
1 WE 1/4 and T. 10 S., R21 E., Sec 6 WW 1/4 (0.3 miles). 





Road Rehabilitation Methods 

The above roads would first be treated by us a harrow type implement 

to loosen one to two inches of soil surface. existing vegetation 
acent to the treatment areas would be duplicated as close as possible 


t 
us the species listed in Table 23. The ae rate would — on 
abundance of adjacent species and the aspect of the slope 


the 
species listed are indigenous to the Northwest. Seed would b be planted 
between September 1 and November 30 using rangeland drills. 
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Table 23 
Alternative D 
Rozd Rehabilitation - Seed Mixture 


Common Name Scientific Name Cultivar | Aspect | Planting Rate 















































Grasses 
Bluebunch Wheatgrass Agropyron spicatum Secar North 4 lbs/ac 
South 6 lbs/ac 
Sand Dropseed Sporobolu3 cryptandrus --- North 4 lbs/ac 
: South 6 lbs/ac 
Idaho Fescue Festuca idahoensis --- North 6 lbs/ac 
Basin Wildrye j Elymus cinereus Magnar South 4 lbs/ac 
Forbs 
Sulfur Flower Eriogonum umbellatum --- Both 1 lbs/ac 
Scarlet Globemallow Sphaeralcea coccinea --- North 2 lbs/ac 
South 3 lbs/ac 
Blue Flax Linum lewisii par Both 1 lbs/ac 
Total Pounds Per Acre - North 18 lbs/ac 
- South 21 lbs/ac 


Seasonally Closed Roads 


The following roads would be closed to motorized use during wet 
periods as determined by the authorized officer (expected to occur 
between November 15 and April 15). 


a. The road to the John Day River from the Twickenham County 
road, T. 9 &., R. 21 B., Sec. 32. 


b. The two short spur roads north of the Twickenham County road 
and located in T. 9 &., R. 21 B., Sec. 31 and T. 10 S., R. 
21 E., Sec. 6, MW &. 


c. The long road leading to a ridge top, T. 10 &., R. 20 E., 
Sec. 2, SE &, and Sec. 12. 


d. The road to Spring Canyon, T. 10 &., R. 20 B., Sec. 24, and 
T. 10 s., R. 21 E., Sec. is, sw k, and Sec. 19, NW k. 


e. The old logging road in T. 11 &., R. 21 EB., Secs. 21, 22, 23 
and 24. 


2. Leasable Minerals 
This alternative would be the same as Alternative B. 
3. Noxious Weeds 


Taxget Weeds The focus would be the same as Alternative B - control of 
Wheeler County "A" and “B" rated weeds. 
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Contro) Methods Chemicals applied by spray methods would be the primary 
means of control, altnough, « greater emphasis would be put on 
nonchemical means of control than in A)ternative B. Methods such as 


hand-pulling, disking, plowing, burning and insect introduction would be 
used when feasible. 


Treated areas would be allowed to reseed naturally, 
when the desirable perennial vegetation is less than 30 percent 
of the live vegetative cover. In this case, the treated area would be 
secded to a mixture of native and nonnative grass, ford and shrub 
species. The kind of species would depend on the type of site and which 
ones would be best adapted to the site. The application rate and method 
would be determined by an ID Team at the time a specific project is 


Proposed Treatment Areas a megegy Be eR oy ny memes 
infestations are shown on Map H, Noxious Weeds/Yellow Starthistile. 
These areas would be treated by the methods allowed under this 


Roads Refer to Part IV.C.1. - Access. 


Off Road Vehicle (ORV) Use Wo ORV use area would be designated. 
Special Status Species - Plants 


Survey for special status plants would be emphasized with the goal to 
inventory the entire CRMP area within five years. Conservation of 
ecosystems containing these species, as well as conservation of the 
individual species would occur. All known populations would be evaluated 
ee See ene Sen beam een Wrens Gees Soameteenes 
activities would be modified, removed or restricted, as ee SS 
maintain or enhance these populations. suitable 

— eiaaGinind Eiastk alien eiebles ake ee Giles An cash & 
manner as to conserve their value as future habitat. 
ecosystems would include sites with springs, seeps, moist 
unusual/endemic soils and areas not previously grased a livestock. 
Quantitative monitoring would be established for all such populations 
and ecosystems subject to commodity use. 


Visual Resource Management 
All new managenent facilities and reconstruction projects would comply 


with the design standards for the visual management clases in which they 
are located. 





A cooperative effort would be made with 0 Doves Sumneee to bury the 
existing power line which is located along side of the Bridge 
Creek county road. It would be buried from the point at at which it is 
visible from the road in T. 11 &., R. 21 B., Sec. 9 to the boundary of 


ae ee Pee ee ee (approx. 
2.5 miles in length). 
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Upland Vegetation Manipulations 


Vegetation on those sites which may have historically burned would be 


— — — tana. Ho more than 20% of any vegetative 
community type would be ganipulated in any five year period. 


There would be no restrictions on the kinds of cost effective methods 


species present would be seeded with native species or hybrids of native 
species. 


The emphasis would be on those areas which are in early seral condition, 
with an abundance of annual vegetation and noxious weeds, but having « 
potential for isprovement. Future areas would be identified through the 
ESI process. The areas identified during the ESI would be analyzed in a 


separate EA pricr to any treatments being performed. 

Proposed Treatment Areas 

Listed in Table 24 are eleven areas proposed for treatment. (See Maps T 
Mountain 


and U, Project Implementation - Alternative D, Sutton 
Allotment, both the Cattle and Sheep/Cattle Options). 


Zable 24 
Alternative D and £ 
Upland Treatment Areas 


_Munber of Acres | area — 
Scalise 36 




















a. A rangeland drill SS eS ee All 
seedings would be done during the fall per 


through December) . 
b. The proposed seed mix is shown in Table 25. 


c. Livestock grazing would not be authorized during the first 
two consecutive growing seasons following the seeding. 
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Zable 25 
Alternatives D and £ 
Upland Species Mix and Application Rate 


entific Mame | cutiver | w/z | Planting nate 



























































Common Name 
Grasses 
Bluebunch Wheatgrass Agropyron spicetum Secar * 4 lbs/ac 
_Thickspike Wheatgrass | Agropyron dasyetachyus — | 4 ibs/ac 
_Sand Dropseed lus cryptandrus — x 4 lbs/ac 
Basin Wildrye Elymus cinereus Magnar N 3 ibs/ac 
Porbs 
White Yarrow Achillea millefolius --- x 1 lbs/ac 
Sulfur Flower Eriogonum umbellatus — N i lbs/ac 
Munro G) obemallow Sphaeraltea sunroana — N 2 ibs/ac 
Blue Flax Linum lewisii Appar x 1 lbs/ac 
Shrub 
Shadscale [L atriplex confertifolia | — | N | 1 lbs/ac 
Total Pounds Per Acre 21 lbs/ac 


8. Water Rights and Agricultural Lands 


The 92 Acre, Eighteen Acre, Priest Hole and John Day River egricultural 
fields would continue to be leased for irrigated crop production. (See 


b.. 











Zable 26 
Alternatives D anc = 
Agricultural Lands - Seeding Mix and Application Rate 


ne Seitttific wane | cutivar | w/t | Planting Rate 













































































Common Name 
Grasses 
Bluebunch Wheatgrass Agropyron spicatum Secar N 4 ilbs/ac 
Streambank Wheatgrass — _Agropyror .parium Sodar x 2 ibs/ac 
_Zhichepihe Wheatgrass | Agrepyeen éosyetectyes Critana — 4 ibs/ac 
_Sand Dropseed Sporobolus cryptandrus — nN 4 ibs/ac 
_Big Bluegrass Poa ampla Sherman N 2 ibs/ac 
Basin Wildrye Elymus cinereus Magnar * 3 ibs/ac 
Porbs 
White Yarrow Achillea millefolius — N 1 lbs/ac 
Sulfur Flower Eriogonum umbellatum — N 1 ibs/ac 
Munro Globemallow cea sunroana — x 2 ibs/ac 
Blue Flax Linum lewisii __ Appar N 1 lbs/ac 
Shrubs 
Shadscale | atripiex confertifolia | - | N | 1 lbs/ac 
Basin 8 Artemisia tridentata tridentata — J & lbs/ac 
Total Pounds Per Acre 25% lbs/ac 


The public land livestock 
summarized below in Table 
Gescription of how AUM levels were determined, by allotment, for this 

I, for a summary of public land acres 


Alternative D; 


and AUMs by allotment and alternative). 
adjustmente would be based on monitoring and subsequent allotment 


also, see 


7. 


Puture use levels and 


ing capacities and number of acres are 
(See Appendix H, Table 42, for a 


evaluations. The proposed allotment and pasture boundary locations are 


shown on Map V. 
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Zable 27 
Alternative D 
Public Land Acres and Allowable AUMs 
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Cattle 


March 1 to June i 


Rest rotation as shown in Table 28. 





4/1 - 4/30 








4/15 - 4/30 


te 


— 
— 





— 
— 














Grazing Syvsetee: There would be two use areas - the weet and «ast 
sicges of Bridge Creek. Either half the AUMs (318) could be used 
Guring the spring and half (319) during the fall/winter, or the 
entire 637 AUMs in the fall/winter. 


(a) Sheep would be herded while using public land. 
(b) Locations for sheep camps and sheep bedding areas would be 


(c) Utilisation of the riparian vegetation, by livestock, would 


Meyers 
(4) Grazing use 


rE 
3 


- 12 SBR, 12, 13, 14, 23 By and 24 


a. 


(e) ing or trailing sheep would be evoided across rocky 
solle and exposed clay slopes with little vegetation. 
soils are extremely erosive (Very grevelliy and very 
Donning and Venator Scil Series). 


(ft) Ho livestock grazing would be allowed along Bridge Creek, 
weet of the 92 Pasture. 


Hi 


(3) Crewn Rock Allotment, 02609 


Pasture 


Willow Spring 


Kind of Livestock: Cattle 


Season of Yee: April 15 to Mey 30 
October 15 to December 15 


t A two pesture deferred system as Gepicted in 
Table 29. 









t The Bear Creek Riparian Pasture would be 
rom livestock grazing pending complete recovery. 





excluded 


Zabia.22 
Alternative D 
Crown Rock Allotment ⸗ Grazing Schedule 


Year One Year Two 





Pal. Fall 
4/15 - 5/1 10/15 - 12/15 5/2 - $/30 





Crown Rock 


5/2 =- 8/30 . 4/15 - 5/1 10/15 = 12/15 








(4) Dead Dog Canyon, 02537 


Kind of Livestock: Cattle 


Season of Use: Nonuse for three consecutive years pending 
inventory of the biological attributes and determination of the 


carrying capacity and best management practices. 


Kind of Livestock: Cattle 


Season of Use: November 1 to December 30 

Grazing System: One pasture, fall/winter use every other year. 

Grazing Stipulations: 

1) Livestock would be herded each day. Cattle found within 
one-half mile of Bridge, Gable, Mud and Nelson Creeks would 


be moved to higher areas to establish a pattern of grazing 
away from riparian sones. 


2) Utilisation of the riparian vegetation, by livestock, would 
be no greater then 20% at any one location. Beyond this 


level of use, grazing would be terminated for the remainder 
of the use period. 


(b) Sheep Option 
Kind of Livestock: sheep 
Season of Use: March 15 to May 1 
Grazing System: One pasture, spring use only. 
Grazing Stipulations: 
1) Sheep would be herded while using public land. 


2) ee ae cages eeule ue 
determined prior to any grasing use 


3) Grasing or trailing sheep would be avoided across 


rocky 
scabby soils and exposed clay slopes with little vegetation. 
These soils are extremely erosive (Very gravelly and very 
shaly loams - Donning and Venator Soil Series). 


4) Ho would be authorised for the Weddle Creek drainage 
— ian recovery. 


5) Livestock water would be limited to developed springs. 
Watering from Gable,’ Mud and Neleon Creeks would be done 
only when absolutely necessary. 


6) Utilisation of the riparian vegetation, by livestock, would 
be no greater then 20% at any one location. Beyond this 
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(7) 


level of use, grazing would be terminated for the remainder 
of the use period. 


Girds Creek Allotment, 02561 

The same as Alternative A. 
Mary Misener Allotment, 02592 

Kind of Livestock: Cattle 

Season of Use: April 1 to May 15 

Grazing System: One pasture spring use only. 
Packseddle Mountain Allotment, 02659 

Kind of Livestock: Cattle 

Season of Use: March 15 to May 1 


Grazing Systems: Two consecutive years of use and one year of 
rest. 





Suttos Mountais Allotmest, 02533 


Under options (a) and (b) below, the Sutton Mountain Pasture would be 
rested for « minimum of five years beginning on January 1, 1996, to 
allow for riparian area recovery. The riparian and upland vegetation 
would be intensively monitored during the period. Prior to the enc of 
the five years a determination would 
for a set number of additional years 
is made to authorize grazing, an initial carry capacity (in AUMs) and « 
grazing system would be established before grazing would occur. 


(a) Cattle Option 
Bind of Livestock: Cattle 


1). The Sutton Mountain Pasture would be rested for a sinisum of 
five years. 


2) The Bridge Creek Riparian and Agate Point Pastures would be 


excluded from grazing pending a return to proper functioning 
condition. 


3) The Manning Exclosure would be permanently excluded from 
grazing. 














a ——— 


Zable 30 
Alternative D 
Sutton Mountain Allotment - Grazing Schedule 
Cattle Option 


Year Two 





Fall 


Fall 





10/15 - 12/15 











10/15 - 12/15 4/1 - 4/30 


Sheep/Cattle Option 
Bind of Livestock: Sheep/Cattle 
Season of Use: 


April 1 to May 30 
October 15 to December 31 


: A modified deferred system, as shown in Table 31. 


: A tote’ of 43 AUMS would be authorized for cattle 
use. This would be the result of combining the Chapman Springs 
Pasture of the Mary Misener Allotment (02592) with the Sutton 

Al (See Part IV.8.5.b. for additional 
information on the AUM transfer). 


1) The Sutton Mountain Pasture would be rested for a miniaum of 
five years. 


2) Sheep would be herded while using public land. 


3) Locations for sheep camps and sheep bedding areas would be 
determined prior to any grazing use. 


4) Sheep use in the Bridge Creek Riparian sone would be limited 

.. to occasional watering and crossing the creek. The majority 
of watering would be done at developed springs. Utilization 
of the riparian vegetation would be no greater than 20% at 
any one location. 


5) The Bridge Creek Riparian Pasture and Agate Point Pastures 
would be excluded from grazing pending a return to proper 
functioning condition. ~~ 


6) The Agate Point Pasture would be « wetland reg:oration area 
and grazing would be’ euthorised on a as-needed basis. 


7) The Manning Exclosure would be permanently excluded from 
grazing. 
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Zable 3) 
Alternative D 
Sutton Mountain Allotment - Grazing Schedule 


Sheep/Cattle Option 


—— Teer eee —— 

















Coyote Canyon Sheep Sheep Cattle Sheep 
4/1 - 4/21 11/26 - 12/15 4/24 - 5/15 10/15 - 11/4 
Stovepipe Springs Cattle Sheep Sheep Sheep 
4/24 - 5/15 10/15 - 11/4 4/1 - 4/21 11/26 - 12/15 
c. Projects 


All the proposed projects for Alternative D are summarized in Table 32. 
The term “Grazing Option” refers to the Cattle and Sheep/Cattle Options 
for the Sutton Mountain Allotment. For a complete listing and 
Gescription of all the projects refer to Appendix J. (See Map T for the 
project locations under Sutton Mountain Allotment - Cattle Option and 
Map U for Sutton Mountain Allotment - Sheep/Cattle Option). 


Zable 32 
Project Summary - Alternative D 


















































Fences - New 15.4 Miles 
Fences - Reconstruction 5.3 Miles 
Guahen @ Cathie Fences - Relocation 0.6 Miles 
| Catt - 16° width 1 
| Cattleguards ~ 22° width i 
— 
| Springs - Reconstruction 19 
— —ñ—— — — —— — 
Fences - New 14.0 Miles 
Fences - Reconstruction 2.2 Miles 
Sutton - Sheep/Cattle Fences - Relocation 0.6 Miles 
| Catt - 16° width i 
| Cattleguards - 22' width 1 
_peinge — a 5 
| Springs - Reconstruction 19 
SS SSS SS 











Target Weeds Target weeds would be the same as Alternative D (Wheeler 
County “A* and “B" rated weeds). The rate and number of species 
targeted would depend on funding and which species are causing the 
greatest probles. 


BH are 
treatment areas shown on Map VY. Those areas of starthistle which are 
included in a land seeding would be treated according to sesthods 
proposed under seeding. 

Recreation 
Boads Refer to Part IV.B.1. - Access. 


: 
: 
4 
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would be to determine , with part 
attention toward noxious weeds. Sui eae 
I SS Se in & manner as 
to conserve their value habitat. ve re-introduction of 




















lic land in the CRMP area would not be authorised for livestock 
(See Map A). 


into compliance with the standards for the particular Management Class 


Visual Resource Management 
All the existing human modifications would be inventoried and brought 
Allotment Grazing Capacities and Boundaries 


—1 








See 
—R 
refer to Appendix J. 


, Alternative BE). 
projects 


Proposed projects for Alternative E are summarised in Table 33. 
ant description of all the 
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Part V. Affected Environment 


A. 


i. 


Resource Values 


Air Quality 
Air quality is generally excellent in the CRMP area. Visibility 
distances are usually (60 to 860 miles), but no sctual monitoring 


deta is available from within the CRMP area. Occasionally the quality 
is adversely impacted by controlled agricultural burning practices and 
wildfires 


Climate 


Climate is characterized by long, cool, moist winters and short, warm, 
Gry summers. The average rainfall of between ten and eleven inches per 
year occurs mainly during the winter and early spring. Thunderstorms 
often occur in the late spring and summer months and can be very 
intense, but localized, in nature. 


Cultural /istorical 
The prehistory of the Sutton Mountain area is not well understood. 
Current available information from adjacent regions s ts that 


Central Oregon has been utilized variably for the last 7,000 - 5,000 
wears by hunters and gatherers. Most of the archaeological data from 
Sutton Mountain indicates use during the last 2,000 years. Although few 
7 have been conducted, the site types recorded have been quite 
vesien. Lithic flake scatters, «a lithic quarry, several house pit 
sites, and a pictograph panel associated with a lithic flake scatter are 
among the site types observed. Geographically, areas along the river, 
perennial streams and surrounding springs will be highly sensitive for 
the occurrence of these site types. In addition, it is suspected that 
Bridge Creek provided a prehistoric corridor for the movement of people 
from the Plateau region to the Big Summit Prairie where annual root 
festivals were held. traphic information indicates that this area 
was held by the Northern ute prior to Buropean contact, but was taken 
through force the Tenino shortly before the signing of the 1855 
Treaty. In ty, this area was probably shared by both groups. 


Initial historic use of the Sutton Mountain ares was associated with 
homes » mining and trevel. The road between the John Day River 
and Mi closely parallels the route which miners from the Dalles 
travelled on their way to the John Day/Dayville gold mines. This route 
was known as the Dalles Military Road. Few traces of the original road 
exist in pristine condition. Homesteading sites were associated with 
ranching, either sheep or cattle ranching. 


Bnergy end Minerals 


The Clarno Formation underlies the John Day Formation and is of liste 
Eocene to early Oli age. It has an te thickness of several 
thousand feet. It characterized by « variety of volcanic and releted 
terrestrial rocks, including mafic leva flows, coarse unsorted breccias, 
mudflows, tuffaceous sediments ehd silicic domes. 


Significant geologic formations in the area include the Clarno 
Formation, John Day Formation and the Columbia River Basalt Group. 


The John Day Formation is of Oligocene to early Miocene age. It is 
widely known for its abundant, well preserved plant and vertebrate 








animal fossils. Approximately 3,000 feet of waricolored siltstones, 
claystones and vitric tuffs meke up most of the formation. 


The Columbia River Basalt Group everages 2,000 to 3,000 feet in 
thickness. It is the youngest of the three major formations and 
overlies the John Dey and Clarno Formations. It forms the walls which 
overlook Bridge and Girds Creek, and the John Day River. The group is 
composed primarily of continental flood basalts of the Miccene age. 


a ee Se SSS, SESS RS SEES GUNES GS emeutaante 
tuft sediments. 


Some potential exists for the discovery of oil and 


gas ’ y in the areas north of Meyers Canyon. 
Locatable The opportunities are low for the exploretion, 
scovery opment of minerals such as gold, silver, mercury and 
other locatables in the area. 
. Sources of sand, gravel and deposits of crushable rock 


area. One active gravel pit exists in Meyers Canyon; 
however, there are three other gravel pits which are not used at this 
time. 


Fish and Aquatic Babitat 


Over nineteen (19) miles of Creek were inventoried for fish 
habitet during the summer of 1992. The stream may be characterized as « 
low gredient meander channel with occasional patches of rien 
vegetation such as ows (Salix ap.). The ri) erian vegetation also 
included some large cottonwood trees which provide shade and the 
potential for woody debris into the creek. The stream-bed composition 
consists primarily of cobbles, gravel and silt. 


n-st tat 
In~-stream habitat consisted of « balanced diversity of habitats types, 


incl : pools (31%), riffles (39%), glides (23%) and side channels 
30). enleh totaled 1258 separate habitat units. The average stream 


width was 10.5 feet and the 1 of each habitat unit ranged between 








Table 34 
Percent of Habitat 


Canopy Closure 


Habitet Canopy Closure 














type of 1-24 25-49% 50-74% 75-1008 
Riffles 17 20 | 2 i <1 
Pools 13 10 2 <1 <1 
Glides 10 3 <1 <1 
Side 2 <1 <1 <1 

















Streambank erosion, as indicated ale on presence of cut banks, was 


observed in 369 habitat units or of all habitet units. Table 35 
Summarizes the presence of cut banks by habitat type. 


Table 35 
Number of Units By Habitat Type With Cut Banks 

















Habitat Type: Number of Units: 
Riffle 174 
Pool 112 
Glide 75 
Side Channel é 








Macroinvertebrates 


Macroinvertebrate communities of Bridge creek have been studied for four 
years (1988-19991). Date from two locations, one downstream near the 
confluence with the John Day River and the other eo oe 
of Mitchell, have been analyzed by the Aquatic Eco Laboratory, USFS, 
Region Four. The following —* are « summary of r findings: 1) 
the downstream location is iow in biclogical diversity and productivity, 
while greater et the upstream location, 2) communities at both locetions 
are meade up of organisms that are tolerant of sediment which are 
indicators of poor water quality, and 3) ies composition of the 
downstream community indicate a stressed biological condition. 


Water Temperature 


Water temperature has been studied since 1992. There are six (6) 
stations on Bri Creek. The locations are: 1) Bridge Creek near the 
USGS ing station, 2) Bear Creek near Paintec Hills, 3) main stem 
a k near rs Canyon,. 4) main stem Bridge Creek below 
confluence of Gable » 5) Gable Creek and 6) Nelson Creek, each just 
above its confluence with Bridge Creek. 


a profiles of all six stations are similar. Each exhibit wide 
daily fluctuations, especially during the summer. The same day to day 
variations can be seen at station and may indicate that ambient air 
temperature is « very significant influence on water temperature. By 
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mid-April the maximum water tempereture (the ogy Ap — begins to 
*zceed the preferred water tempersture criteria [| Gegrees F) for 
steelhead. - Bp end of April or early Mey, maximum weter tempereture 
can exceed upper lethal weter tempereture criteria (58 degrees fF). 
Daily lethal water temperstures can occur throughout the sumer until 
mid-October. 


Table 34 summarizes 1992 date for five stations in the CRMP ares. The 
Nelson Creek station wes established in 1994 and has not been included. 
Colum three represents the number of days that the water tempereture 


exceeded 24 degrees C 75 degrees F which is upper lethal limit 
for steelhead. 
In general there is « substantial heat between the r stations, 


Numbers 3 and 5, and downstream at Station No. 1 near the lower bridge. 
Between Gable Creek and the lower br there are 67 more days of 
lethal conditions. Water ture of Bear Creek also reaches letha) 
levels for 109 days during . Lethal conditions can begin as 
early es April and continue until September. Typically there is « 
daily variation in temperature. The difference between « daily high and 
low can range from 10 degrees Centigrade (C) or 18 degrees Ferinheight 
(fF) in Pebruary, to 18 degrees C or 32 degrees F in July. Such wide 
differences are probably attributed to the direct exposure of sunlig’ 
upon the water surface. When compared to Table 36, 94 percent of al 
steelhead habitat lack « sufficient amount of shade to buffer the 
influence of sunlight. 


Semperatare CoCEETET ond Total Bays 


Sioa * 


Temperature 
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Native American Religious Concerns 


There is no known current use of the area by Native Americans for 
religious or traditional subsistence activities. 


Native American Traditional Interests 


Four tribal governments maintain traditional interests in the planning 
areas addressed in 2 Prineville District RMPs (Two Rivers, 
Brothers/LaPine, and John Day). Included are lands ceded to the U.S. 
Government by tribal governments of the Confederated Tribdes of Warm 
Spr , the Confederated Tribes of Umatilla, and the Klamath Tribe in 
ratified treaties. Also included are lands of traditional interest to 
the Burns Paiute for which no treaties were ratified. Treaty rights 
provide for off-reservation hunting, fishing, thering, and grazing 
activities by the Warm Springs and Umatilla SB ny 


The heritage-related interests of contemporary Native Americans include 
the protection of Indian burials and archaeological sites, as well as 
the perpetuation of traditional practices. Federal legislation and 
Departmental policy poeneniee that federal land-managing agencies have a 
continuing trust responsibility to honor the terms of the treaties and 
to protect the rights of Indian Nations, as well as the resources that 
provide for those rights. 


Memoranda of Understanding have been developed between the Bureau of 
Land Management and the Confederated Tribes of Umatilla and Warm Springs 
Reservations, regarding the ropriate level and timing for 
consultation that may be — * the Archaeological Resources 
Protection Act (1979), National ronmental Policy Act (1979), and the 
National Historic Preservation Act (1966). That is, the BLM will 
consult with the appropriate tribal representatives in the earliest 
stages of project or activit ee that may affect tribal interests. 
Memoranda of Understanding also be pursued with the Burns Paiute 
and Klamath Tribes. 


Noxious Weeds 


Several species of noxious weeds occur in the CRMP area, primarily in 
the dr bottoms, low elevation uplands and historic agricultural 
fields. total acres of each es is not known, but this 
determination would be made dur the ESI. Table 37, on the following 
page, lists the noxious weed es which are known to occur in the 
CRMP area. 
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Tab'‘e 37 
Sutton Mountain CRMP 
Occurrence of Noxious Weeds - 1993 


Common Name | Scientific Name 


























Yellow starthistle Centaurea solstitialis 
Spotted knapweed Centaurea maculosa 

Russian knapweed Centaurea repens 

Canada thistle Cirsium arvense 

White top, hoary cress Cardaria draba 

Medusahead rye Taeniatherum caput-medusae 
Scotch thistle Onopordum acanthium 
Puncturevine Tribulus terrestris 

s. Paleontological 


10. 


Interestingly, Sutton Mountain is the site of some of the earliest 
paleontological exploration in the State or the West. Dr. Thomas Condon 
travelled here from the Dalles in the mid to late 1860's and recovered 
specimens which helped to interpret the evolution of the horse. In 
1899, researchers from the University of California, Berkeley, t 
time at Sutton Mountain surveying and collecting vertebrate fossils 
Current research on Sutton Mountain indicates that fossil localities on 
the mountain can provide important a concerning the Haystack 
Member of the John Day Formation. There is — research at these 
sites that are considered internationally si The Painted 
Hills Unit of the John Day Fossil Beds 243 Monument is surrounded 
by lands administered by the Bureau of Land Management. 


Riparian 


With reduced gra and an increase in beaver er tye riparian zones 
have recovered significantly in the last six reduction in 
grazing has allowed vegetation to grow uninhibited ited along most perennial 
flows. Higher, denser stands of grass, sedges, rushes, forbs and 
willows have allowed more sediment to be “rapped, building banks, 
raising the stream channels and expanding the riparian zone. Also, 
beavers built more than 160 dams between 1988 and 1994. These dams have 
raised water tables, moderated flows, and promoted the increase of 
riparian habitat. 


Riparian Communities Riparian communities in the upper end of the CRMP 
area aiong reek have shown the greatest rovement. Areas that 
in 1988 contained = —* now have well established communities of 
coyote willow (S. exi Those areas that contained communities of 
coyote willow in 1508 a are stowly. — Ae replaced ~ A communities with more 
1 lived willows such as ash 


ow (5. a), peach-leafed 
willow (Ss. snyadetoides), en and nd NeKeantie willow eerie as well as 





other uding mountain al sous 
tenuifolia), — —*8* ——— blac black cottonwood 
TPopulus trichocarpa), er stolonifera) . 








Tributaries of Bridge Creek in the upper end of the CRMP area including 
Nelson Creek, Gable Creek (also its tributaries, Mud Creek and Weddle 
Creek), and Myers Canyon Creek have improved less primarily because of 
their steeper gradients and lower flows. Continued disturbance has also 
played a part. A spr development and road construction along Nelson 
Creek resulted in the direct destruction of about half a mile of 
riparian communities and an indirect negative impact on downstream 
communities through increased cutting and sedimentation. Road 
construction also destroyed riparian vegetation along a quarter mile 
stretch at the rend of Gable Creek. Gable Creek has also been 
heavily impacted sediment released from breached irrigation ditches 
in the upper part of its drainage. Slower recovery of rs Canyon 
Creek has resulted from low flows and its intermittent racter. The 
only other tributary in the upper end cf the CRMP area is the West 
Branch of Bridge Creek which enters Bridge Creek on private land. This 
tributary and the private section of Bri Creek around its confluence 
have shown very little improvement since 1988. 


The lower part of Bri Creek from about RM 12.75 has generally shown 
less improvement than it has in the upper end of the CRMP area. Much of 
this section is bordered by agricultural fields and pastures that have 
been used in most of the last six years. It is not, however, simply the 
use of these fields that is the problem. Much of this section of Bridge 
Creek has been channelized to increase field size. A straightened 
channel between upper and lower elevations of the drainage and the 
resulting higher stream gradient dewaters the creek more quickly and 
makes it prone to downcutting. The result is that a gully has formed, 
the water table has been lowered and riparian vegetation has become 
limited to a narrow band on either side of the creek. But it has been a 
long time since the channelization. During the intervening a 
erosion has widened the gully ia many places creating a small flood 
plain where the creek has once again started to meander. It is in these 
widened gullies thet much of the recent riparian improvement has 
occurred. Sections that were not channelized in the beginning were in 
somewhat better condition and have shown greater improvement. Although 
riparian diversity is not as great in the lower part of Bridge Creek, 

all of the same species occur and are increasing. 


Two tributaries exist in the lower end of Bridge Creek. They include 
Bear Creek and Stovepipe Sp s Creek. In the past Bear Creek has 
endured nearly year round gra on the lic section a few cattle. 
This has resulted in a poorly vegetated riparian zone with a few stunted 
willows and alders for most of the reach. Stovepipe Springs Creek 
eee Sussces Springs has also been grazed quite heavily mostly 
during spring. Flow below the spring is seasonal, occurri 
primarily during the time of snowmelt and spring rains. Riparian 
vegetation is mostly restricted to Stovepipe springs and a number of 
seeps that exist — the length of the creek. These areas are 
poe gyn primarily with sedges. Very little woody riparian vegetation 
sts anywhere on Stovepipe Springs Creek. 


In addition to the tributaries mentioned riparian areas exist along 
Girds Creek, a tributary to the John Day River and along a number of 

rings and spring runs scattered the CRMP area. Many of 
these have been by unrestri cattle use or development in 
the past. Others r, are found in places such as the s slopes 
of Sutton Mountain where they are less often disturbed. Alth 
springs with well developed riparian areas are rare in the CRMP area, it 
is possible to find most of the species present al the perennial 
creeks, on spring runs. With protection, the potential for increased 
vegetation at many of these springs is high. 

















i1. 


Beaver Activity Beavers have accelerated the recovery process by 
qaising water teblee and extending late summer flows through slow 
release of stored water allowing riparian areas to expand. Sediment 
accumulated behind beaver dams increases the rate of stream aggradation 
and bank building as well as providing fresh substrate for the 
colonization of willows and other riparian vegetation. Beaver activity 
has been most intense in the Owen's fields area, along the Painted Hills 
unit of the John Day Fossil Beds between RM 6.0 and RM 9.25 and between 
river miles (RM) 13.0 and 14. Of the Bridge Creek tributaries within 
the CRMP area, Gable Creek and Bear Creek are the only ones which have 
had recent beaver activity. 


In the last six years beaver activity has to form a pattern. In 
the Winters and Springs of 1988/89 and 1992/93 a combination of 
cold/snowy winters and heavy sp rains reduced beaver activity 
significantly. In the spring of 1989, the number of dams was reduced 
from 31 to 8, and there was a 67% decline in occupied habitat from 1.35 
to 0.45 stream miles. In the spring of 1993, the number of dams was 
reduced from 99 to 26 and there was a 71% decline in occupied habitat 
from 3.04 to 0.88 stream miles. It is apparent that even with the 
riodic declines, beaver activity is increasing overall. Part of this 
is due to the closing of the Bridge Creek watershed to beaver 
trapping in 1989. Another factor is the increasing amount of high 
ty ian habitat available to support beaver populations. In 
1989 and 1993 high flows in the spring washed the majority of dams. 
In the late summer and fall new dams were built, but in different 
locations. Consequently, most of the habitat that had been heavily 
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colonization. By 1991, areas that had been abandoned in 1989 were dense 
with new stands of willow and other woody riparian tation. At this 


time beavers began to ee oe Se: After the 1993 high flows 
some these sites were again : 


In spite of the general recovery prumoted by beavers a conflict has 
arisen. The exotic tree Russian olive (Plesagnus tifolia) was 
planted many years ago in the vicinity o 3 now ted Hills 
unit of the John Day Fossil Beds National Monument. The tree has begun 
to increase rapidly from the park downstream. The spread has been 
pesuetes by beavers which prefer ea native Seedy See. As the 

vers cut willows they release Russian ves which grow 
rapidly, shading the area thus reducing or eliminating willows and other 
native vegetation. In some areas where beavers have cut much of the 
willow and cottonwood, the riparian community is now dominated by 
Russian olives. Between 1988 and 1992 Russian olives were rarely cut by 
beavers.* However, in the fall of 1992, after cutting much of the native 
stock in some sites adjacent to the park, beavers myeny Ae my cutting 
Russian clive. It is not known to t extent this new ver behavior 
will mitigate the spread of Russian olive. 


1 
Soils found in the Gable Creek drainage are found over the whole Sutton 
Mountain area. Many of the soils are severely erodible for a number of 
ils, found along the creeks, are very productive, 
soils are less so. Where gradients are steep, 
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erosion and downcutting can ve significant. This is especial.; true 
with the very shaly loam Venator Soil Series, which is located on the 
steep slopes along Nelson, Weddle and Gable Creeks. These slopes can 
produce large amounts of sediment, during periods of high precipitation, 
that may cover riparian vegetation to a depth of a foot or more. In the 
upland areas where gradients are less steep, soils like Courtrock, Hack 
and Tub are less erosive and more productive. 


i2. Special Status Species 


Plants 


Significant areas of native flora exist in the Sutton Mountain CRMP area 

ch exhibit native plant communities common to the area. These 
communities are of interest and value Phe nen > plant communities 
(see below), but none are known to con es endemic to Sutton 
Mountain alone; however, there are which are endemic to 
east-central Oregon and are also — Candidates (Category 2) for 
lis as endangered or threatened - arrowleaf thel and Washington 

ower. Three other es (pallid milkweed, us‘ chaenactis 

and cactus) occur ch, although they have no special status, 
are of interest to the botanical community. 


Arrowlos’ {mel um evcosmum) It is a biennial and a 

y- This t is found in several locations 
in Grant and Wheeler counties. Its tat is characterized by steep 
basaltic drainages which are usually wet for part of the year. These 
may include streambanks, either open or shaded, vernally-moist alkaline 
areas and moist areas under juniper trees. Known populations in the 
CRMP area — See as described above, such as at the base of 


springs along t rimrock and in steep drainages. 


The thelypody normally begins growth in May, flowers by June and may 
produce mature fruit by July. Populations often consist of a number of 
flowering plants and an equal or greater number of plants in rosette. 


Dormancy usually occurs by September. 


Threats to the thelypody include grazing (both wild and domestic), 
erosion and insect predation. The genus as a whole is known to be 
palatable to livestock and grazing during flowering or fruiting can be 
Getrimental. Limited observation of populations grazed in the fall 
shows no decrease in numbers of plants, but grazing is believed to have 
been the major cause of local Sap eye along riparian areas. 
(Historical records indicate this t once occurred along the John Day 
River). Some known populations are from areas which historically have 
been heavily grazed during the early spring. However, livestock grazing 
can also promote the growth of weedy species which can with the 
thel - Due to its location in areas which traditi y attract 
lives » grazing is potentially the thelypody's greatest threat. 


Aside from a — gy to a population, as would occur under 
certain gra regimes, the thel * to at least tolerate, if 
not enjoy, odic natural such as bank sloughing or tree 
blowdown ch exposes bare soil. Low intensity fire would meg bg 
be detrimental to thelypodium. Ai intensity fire would most li 
result in significant mortality also open up the area to weed 
on. 


pesbington ponkeytlowe: (Mimulus washingtonensis var. washingtonensis) 

eh nny 8-H gy — ye (Mm. 

guttatus) and is yee the John a t and Wheeler 
wet areas 


counties. It is found in as at 12 33 along 
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graveily creek banks anc in vernally wet drainages, often in association 
with arrowleaf thelypody. As an annual, monkeyflower populations are 
extremely variable and responsive to annual precipitation patterns. 


iteee Ges one year may be non-existent above ground the 
ft year, represented solely by the seed bank. 


The Washington monkeyflower occupies much of the same habitat as the 
arrowleaf thel and the two are often found in association. However, 

tat includes additional areas which are not suitable 
for thelypody. As @ result, there are many more know populations 
of the monkeyflower in the CRMP area than the thelypody. 


Threats to the monkeyflower include trampling by livestock and any 
mechanical practice which would alter site ~ gg While the 
Sees go 8Ot Chapatiy consenes by Gomes, habitat is 

no y fr e and subject to excessive trampling. Gra year after 
year would eliminate the seed source and eventually lead to local 
extirpation. Additionally, grazing could assist in the introduction of 
alien weeds which would compete with the monkeyflower. Even its 
relative, the common monkeyflower, proliferates under livestock grazing 
and can tend to out compete its cousin. May August is 
the time this species is most sensitive to grazing use. is 
probably neither a threat nor a benefit. 


Found in heey cley ant as ) It is a perennial which is 
clay and gra y soils, and occurs in many of the 
western states as well as in Central Oregon. Although not threatened or 


endangered, it is uncommon and therefore is considered a tracking 
species by BLM. 

Due to its preference for often s + Sparsely ted soils, there 
are few, if any threats to this es. Lives grazing would not 


normally be a concern since the ts occur in areas seldom grazed. 
Recreational activities, parti ly off-highway vehicle use, would be 
detrimental if such use would occur directly in pallid milkweed habitat. 


John Da (Chaenactis nevii) This plant is an annual and a 
ro ower family which is AAS, 
Formation of Central Oregon. The usually barren clay slopes of this 
formation become ablaze with the ow chaenactis during seasons of 
good precipitation. This, the y yellow chaenactis in Oregon, is a 

BLM tracking species. 


As with the pallid milkweed, there are few threats to the chaenactis. 

Grazing does not normally occur in its habitat. Recreation is perhaps 

t threat as people look at the steep slopes of the John Day 

— a as a challenge, either afoot or in a vehicle. Fire is not an 
sue. 


F 


to late April. 

ao Saaerns case 50-crassengee spect and has f resent 
threats. vestock grazing, if — — ———— 
plants trampling. 








cactus is scmetimes collected by landscapers, gardeners and others and 
om occasion, commercial collectors have taken plants as well. 
Collection is not yet a threat as most populations are relatively 
inaccessible. 


As previously mentioned, the Sutton Mountain CRMP area contains native, 
“remnant” plant communities. A 1989 report, by The Nature Conservancy, 
recommends that 6,840 acres be designated as a Research Natural Area 
(RNA). Within this RNA there would be representation of seven cells, or 
plant communities, important to the Natural Heritage Program of — 
Of these seven found on Sutton Mountain, three are high priority cell 
needs not represented elsewhere in the state. 


According to the report, these natural area values are concentrated in 
two areas: Black Canyon, with its relatively intact riparian area and 


population of arrowleaf thel , and the southwest face of the 
mountain, containing low rush and grassland communities, as well as 
additional arrowleaf thelypody. 

Animals 


Lists of wildlife special status species are updated regularly to match 
new information — ~ heer USFws _ a Se Data 
Base. A current to status es poten y within the 
area is shown in the Appendix L. Habitat needs for special status 
species has been considered in development of all planned actions. 


In general, habitat needs of these species will be met by managing for 
improved ecological condition, which will be measured by diversity of 
vegetative species and diversity of vegetative structure. 


There are three fish species of particular concern which are presently 
in the system. Two are trout (Oncorhynchus mykiss), the redband trout 
and the summer steelhead. The redband is currently listed as a Category 
2 es and the steelhead as a Species of Concern. The third is the 
—— lamprey (Lampetrea tridentat) which is a Proposed Sensitive 

es. 


The special status wildlife species which are known to me occur 
within the CRMP area are the western toad, Townsend's big-eared bat, 
Northern goshawk and the bald eagle. 


The western toad is documented occurring on Bridge Creek. The species 
relies on r areas with diverse habitats for survival. Management 
of riparian tat that promotes succession towards potential 
vegetation is optimal for this species. Townsend's big-eared bat occurs 
along Bri Creek and the John Day River. Two habitat components are 
of particular concern. First, all roosts and hibernacula, when 
documented should be protected from disturbance. Second, since the bat 
is entirely dependent on insects for it's food source, management which 
— yh Pad ey ADB > This can be 
accomplished rovement of riparian diversity, including enhancing 
poses and areas with still water, and by application of 
rbicides/pesticides only when absolutely necessary. 





The Northern is a winter migrant into the area and has been 
observed wi the CRMP area. The species utilizes juniper and 
riparian habitats with tree canopies for hun . Management which 


promotes mature juniper woodlands in mix with diverse non-woodlands and 
promotes multilayered “ee tree/shrub communities will enhance 

goshawk habitat. The bald eagle is a winter migrant into the area. Use 
of the Sutton Mountain area is irregular, with no consistent use of any 












i4. 


is. 


area documented. Managemer: for this species would be enhan-ed by 
improvement of roosting areas, particularly development of mature 
cottonwood stands, and improvement of food sources. 


Vegetation 


tion The dominate vegetation types are sagebrush/bunchgrass 
s. A variety of other types occur in the 
area, but their actual classification and number of acres is not known. 
Information on t is known for the original 16,500 acres cf public 
land based on # 1967 Ocular Reconnaissance Range Survey. 


cal Status The status is based on the rela between 
composition on a given site and the tion of that 
site in a pristine state. Vegetation is listed as potential natural 
community (PNC), late seral, mid-seral or early seral status. The acres 
of public land, for the original 16,500, are a oe 
seral stage in the draft Two Rivers RMP/EIS, dated 1985. 





The CRMP area contains numerous lands of high visual quality. Many 


places contain sheer, basalt cliffs, pillars, and other 
dramatic ogical formations. The Painted Hills t of the John Day 
Fossil National Monument adds to the visual quality and diversity 


of the area al Bridge Creek. The Clarno and John Day Formations 
present beauti colored patterns which change with the light 
throughout the day. 


Areas of high scenic quality exist from basically Bridge Creek to Clark 
Canyon and south of the Painted Hills National Monument to Sand and 
Sargent Butts. (See Map G, Visual Resources). For a definition of the 
Visual Management Classes, see Appendix K. 


Water 
ee ae OS 2 ee SS aa a a ee 
. Flews can vary greatly throughout the year. 


£52 None of the streams meet the State water ity standards. 
water temperatures are the primary water ty concern. 
Sedimentation can be high in Gable Creek where over a foot of sediment 
can accumulate along the benks in a single event. If frequent and large 
sediment accumulations occur during May through July, it can retard the 
growth of riparian vegetation by burying it. Excessive accumulations 
can cover spawning gravels to a point were they are not usable. 


Wildlife habitat is divided into tic, riparian, and 
egricultural habitat types. c and riparian tat conditions 
were described near the of Part V. A complete list of 
wildlife es and habitat , om they are normally associated with is 
contained the Two Rivers . 


ae mel eg rg ie we Ap 1 — /shrub and 
juniper/shrub/grass, with the overall vegetative diversity of those 
es ~- mg *- in cetdemea | 7 aati 

tgrass, ° vegrass ress. 
Dominant shrubs are sagebrush ( and mountain) and the dominant 
tree is western j . One uplend habitat type that represents 
a small percentage of the total acreage (< 1%) but is an important 











component is the snowberry/ponderosa pine community occurring primarily 
on top of Sutton Mountain. This vegetation type occurs only in the 
bottoms of canyons adjacent to riparian areas. 


Overall, habitat is in fair condition with e good mix of vegetative and 
structural diversity, 2 there are also representative areas that 
exhibit either poor or ent habitat diversity. The areas most 
limiting are lower elevation areas along water courses. are 
limiting primarily due to the lack of an understory with he 

diversity and structure, with the limited 
limiting. While this is due in large part 
also # result of past livestock use. As you further from water and 
into steeper slopes overall herbaceous conditions improve significantly. 


Present trends indicate an increase in plant diversity and structure in 
the herbaceous understory, particulerly in the lower elevation areas. 
This is a result of livestock changes since the exchange was completed 
which have reduced total use, changed the kind of livestock from cattle 
Ma RD. Ke EA 1. . yh ⏑ —— 
compatible with physiological needs of the plants. 


Resource Activities and Land Uses 
Access 


Numerous roads and four-wheel drive trails exist in the area. Several 
of these have been closed by means of an emergency road closure action 
published in the Federal Register. This action was taken to protect 
certain resource values, such as paleontology and highly erosive soils, 
from damage which may result from vehicle use. The closures have 
limited access to portions of the CRMP area by limiting people's ability 
to drive into certain areas. 


Livestock Grazing 


The CRMP area contains eight grazing allotments which are listed in 
Table 38 on the following page. Also listed is the allotment number, 
present authorized number of AUMs, acres of public land and grazing 
system. Presently all the grazing allotments are being managed on «4 
yearly interim basis pending the completion of this CRMP. 
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Table 38 
Sutton Mountain CRMP 
Present Grazing Status 


— * — 
Number Acres AUMs System i/ 
02590 01 Sp, R 









































Carroll Ris 2,572 1 

Circle Ber 2/ 02531 19, 708 $30 Sp/¥, R 

Crown Rock 02609 4,241 110 Sp, RB 

Deac Dog Canyon 02537 4,296 398 Sp 

Gable Creek 02516 5,025 210 Sp, R 

Girds Creek 02561 692 61 Sp/S, Cust. 

Mary Misener 02592 1,268 76 Sp, R 

Packsaddle Mountain 02659 $90 28 Sp/S, Cust. 

Sutton Mountain 02533 24,905 1,252 Sp, R 

TOTALS 63,297 3, 166 Sats 

1/ Grazing Systems: Sp - spring; S - summer; W- winter; R - rotation; 


Cust. - custodial 


2/ The level of grazing use in the 92 Pasture is controlled by « stipulation 
to the agricultural lease which requires utilization levels not to exceed « 
three inch stubble height on grasses and a four inch height after November 1. 
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Part VI. 


Environmental Impacts by Alternative 


Items of Mo Impact 


The following items were considered, but will not be sddressed 
because they would either not be affected or would not effect 
other resources. Any future actions, that may effect these 
resources and land use activities, would be analyzed in « separate 
environmental assessments. 


Learable Minerals 


Bative American ous Concerns 
Native American tional Interests 
Solid Waste 

Unique Agricultural Land and Wetlands. 
Resources 


This part of the Environmental Assessment describes the impacts to 
the affected environment that would result from implementing the 
different proposed — — alternatives and t Common 
to All Altornatives”. ternative C, the Existing Situation, is 
described first as a besis for comparison te the other 
alternatives and management actions which would be common to all 
the alternatives. 


Impects to Cultural and Bisterical Resources 


Alternative C ~- Existing Situation: The existing road closures 
have reduced the amount of vehicle access to or near cultural 
sites which may have minimized vandalism. 


Alternative A: With all roads open to the 
to many cultural sites would be sible. 
opportunities for vandalism tc sites. 


Alternative B: The same as Alternative A. 


Alternative D: The same as Alternative C, except the road to 
— Canyon would be closed for ic access approximstely 0.5 
es from the end. This would el te vehicle access to « 
known cultural site. The road is located in T.105., R.20£., Sec. 

24, and T.108., R.218., Secs. 19 and 18. 


Alternative &: The same as Alternative D. 






lic, vehicle access 
8 may increase the 
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Livestock Grazing Proposals 


Alternative C - Existing Situation: from Camps on 
known cultural resources heve not been identified at Ss time. 






heap Cattle Gption > Camps wx , 
“Ural resources are not effected. The Resource Ares 
Archeologist would be part of the location process. 





2. Impects to Fish and Aquatic Babitat Rescurces 


Sesece Sespes: is 


Alternative C - Existing Situation: The limited vehicle use of 
the stream cross on Gable, Bear and Bridge Creeks has helped 
reduce water ty. 


Alternative A: Vehicle use would cause « high level of soil 

erosion from the steeper ——_ roeds dur a A ⏑——— wer poses. Roads 

close to Gable, Bridge 

— A By Bay yh ong he yt yy 
uvenile survivability of the summer steelhead. Also, there would 
an increased mo ty of macroinvertebrates and amphibians. 


Some of the additional sediment would be by the riperian 
—— — — buah Ganiiiae. 


Alternative B: The same as Alternative A, the level of 
turbidity would be reduced by eliminating vehicle use on roads 


during wet periods. 


Alternative D and E: The two complete closures (both public and 
ed@ministrative) on Gable Creek and one on Mud 
lower turbidity in these creeks and Bridge Creek. The complete 


closure and ilitation of the Nelson Creek Road would also 
Mexious Weed Proposals 


Alternative C - Existing Situation: Knapweeds and Yellow Star 
Thistle would continue to replace some of the desirable riparian 


grasses along perennial streams. 


The plowing and seeding treatments on 45 acres of the 92 Acre 
Field result in a sli sediment increase in Bridge Creek 
during months of March, April and May. This would only occur 
if @ peak rainfall event occurs. 





Management Coamen te All Alter “e: ee Se eee Sane 
Aye yy BALL -- ity along Bridge, 

rove vegeta. » ¢' wens 
and Mud Creeks and allow woody r cian species to establish. “as 
@ result, water temperatures would lower and streambanks would 











termatives: Western Juniper woulc 
cr time. As this occurs, it may reduce 
Bridge Creek. Soil erosion may increase resulting 
additional sedimentation to Bridge Creek. This could reduce 
egg and ee survivability of summer steelhesed. Also, 
an increased mo ity of macroinvertebrates and 


| 


Some of the edditional sediment would be tr by riperian 
vegetation and increase the rate of bank building. 


Upland Vegetation Manipulation Proposals 


Alternative C ~- Existing Situation: The yellow starthistle and 
knapweed in areas 7, &, 10, 11 and 12, shown on Table 5, would 
continue to invade the areas along Bear, Bridge and the 
John Day River. This reduce the amount of desirable 
riparian vegetation which would then cause increased water 
temperatures, particularly in Bear and Bridge Creeks. 


Alternative A: The proposed treatments of areas 5, &, 10, li, 
shown on Table 5, would slightly increase the turbidity of Bridge 
Creek during the first spring following treatment. Proposed 


River * mot expected to contribute to increased turbidity levels 
@uring ee fiona’ auen, The Ss would stabilize the soils 
“ithis six to eight months after anting. They should also 
reduce the amount of yellow sta stle and knapweed moving from 
the treated areas into the adjacent riparian tones. 


Alternatives B, D and &: The same as Alternative A. 


Water Rights and Agricultural Lands Proposals 


Alternative C - Existing Situation: The irrigation stipulation 
for the three leased agricultural fields helps protect the aquatic 
environment by providing water during periods of low flow. 


Management Common te All Alternatives: The continued contro] and 
validation of the BIM's water rights would help insure « minimum 
flow for summer steelhead survivability and good aquatic habitat 
condition. Also, the Bridge Creek Water Use Stipulation would 

provide water for summer steelhead and « healthy sequatic 

tat periods when flows fall below 10 c.f.s., based on 
flow information from the US Geological Survey gauging station at 
the lower end of Bridge Creek. 


The Native Hardwoods Supplementation Project, slong the John Day 
River, would provide « source of native trees for riparian 
plantings in areas lacking woody Yt -¥ vegetation. This would 
aide aquatic habitat improvements in the John Day Basin. 


The Moxious Weed Contro] Requirement, for the egricultural fields 
slong Bridge Creek, would help reduce the total amount of noxious 
weed seed being transported to riparian areas further down the 


drainage. 
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Altermative A: Fields leased for cultivetion would increase the 
sedimentation levels in Bridge Creek during high precipitation 
events in the fall and winter. 


The ditch irrigated systems, except for the $2 Acre and Ei 
Acre Fields, could increase the amount of sediment, fertilizer and 
herbicide to Bridge Creek if over irrigation occurs. 


Alternative B: The same as Alternative A, except the level of 
turbidity and fertilizers contributed to Bridge Creek would be 
less because only six of the twelwe fields would be leased for 


. Regardless of the kind of livestock used, 
to the aquatic habitat al 5.3 miles of 
Bridge Creek. The water of sheep along Bridge k would 


cause higher levels of tation during the spring and fal) 
use periods. BR, A yy BG, the s hooves as 
they walk over exposed or thinly gras -aaty AH An undetermined 
amount of soil would either be directly into the creek or 
yr Bay Ry Ay. A AB Pp ne pee + Rr Fe 5 
— f° wep - — 1———— fine sediment load would 
suffocate redds and winter by irritatin sp and effect juveniles 
@uring the fall and tating membranes. 
— AY BA. a yh ,» needed by 
summer steelhead for » would be filled with sediment 


ratio. This would increase the water surface area and result 
higher water temperatures. 


The same Gescribed above would result from cattle grazing 
dur the Summer months (July and August). In addition, both 
the would be heavily grazed an’ it's 
ability to shade stream and t sediments would &« 
eliminated. This would result in elevation of water 


Guiting the entire year. Also, the amphibian population would 
suffer increased mortality. 


The impects as describe under the Circle Bar 
but to « lesser degree during the spring 
-5 miles of Bear Creek. 


rmined amount of sediment would be 
-6 miles of river. This would 







a 











Gable Creek Allotment The use of Gable, Nelson and Mud Creeks for 
watering sheep would result in similar impacts described in the 
Circle Bar Allotment during the spring use period. Grazing in the 
—— ett Ge he — land im Gath 
Creek during periods of high precipitation. Any increased 
sediment levels in Gable Creek would flow into Bridge Creek at the 
upper end of the Circle Bar Allotment. 


Sutton Mountain Allotment During the month of April cattle have 
access to 5.5 miles of Bridge Creek and 3.5 miles of the John Day 
River. This causes similar impacts as described in the Circle ter 
Allotment for cattle use; however, due to an earlier grazing 
period, very little utilization occurs on the woody riparian 
vegetation by livestock. 


Cattle have access to Bridge Creek because the fences are down at 
several locations, but once along the creek, the fences seem to 
act as a partial barrier and hold animals on the creek. 


Management Common to All Alternatives: 


Sutton Mountain Allotment The Manning Exclosure and Unsworth 
Field would continue to allow the existing and — —— riparian 
woody vegetation, along one mile of Bridge Creek, to grow at a 
maximum rate. The result would be increased shading along the 


creek and lower water ratures. There would be an increase in 
riparian vegetation which would help filter out sediments 
top cleaner water and reduce fish mortality. 


The Xnapweed Pasture would produce the same benefits on 0.76 miles 
of Bridge Creek as described above; however, it is grazed for two 
weeks each spring as part of a knapweed control research study by 
Oregon State University. 


The Lower Owens Field would produce the same benefits as the 
Manning Exclosure and Unsworth Field on 0.9 miles of Bridge Creek. 


The Agate Point Pasture would allow riparian vegetation along 2.0 
miles of the John Day River to increase at a maximum rate. This 
would help stabilize the bank area and slightly reduce the amount 
of sediment reaching the John Day. 


coe ————— 

SS FS eee ———— The 5 
channel would improve and may be reestablished as a 

rearing stream for summer steelhead. Also, an increased nguantity 

of improved quality water would flow in to the John Day 


Alternative A: 


e Bar otment - Cattle ons The growth 
ra P ° riparian 
—— —— SP Sine Seas Se Ses | rtion of Bri Creek. 
An increase in both woody and herbaceous ian vegetation woul « 
stabilize banks and trap sediments aie weulé nexsen end Goepen 
the channel. This would decreased water ratures and 
sedimentation levels of the creek. In addition, the 
macroinvertebrate ation would increase. These effects would 


improve the survi lity of redds and alevins. 
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The improved functioning of the riparian system would increase 
it's water storing capabilities and result in higher flows during 
the late season - August, September and October. 


Crown Rock Allotment The Bear Creek Riparian Pasture would allow 

vege on, along 2.5 miles of Bear Creek, to grow at 
@ maximum rate. The impacts described above, under the Circle Bar 
Allotment, would result. 


Dead = Allotment A slight decrease in sedimentation of the John 
4 eas — BAe A hy a — 

beas t to on o 
ee gee ey oy My ny te A A ——— 
in this area which is frequently from late summer through 
— Ay ah tien mw ny — e- the pri = 
vegetaticn. no over private 

land because it is not part of the allotment. 


Gable creek Allotment — shesr petice The same impacts as 
otment would occur on Gable, 


Bridge and Nelson Creeks. Mud Creek would obtain the same degree 
of improvement. 


Gable Creek Allotment - Cattle Option A low level of utilization 

occur on on if herding is done 
aggressively. This may be difficult because of the different 
creeks —_ — oe ina passers Seals area. 
In addition, s acent to creeks are ee nate steep 
with highly esesivs a very gravelly and a - 
Donning and Venator Soil Series. Even a low 1 


trailing across these slopes may result in higher sie tes 
in the creeks. 

Grazing in the Weddle Creek drainage has the tial to add 
measurable sediment loads to Gable Creek. could occur when 


precipitation is high enough to cause water to flow in Weddle 
Creek. Any increased sediment levels in Gable Creek would flow 
into Bridge Creek at the upper end of the Circle Bar Allotment. 


Si rde_ creek otment The Girds Creek Riparian Pasture would 
ae AA Re, gg yy This 
oning of Girds Creek, but a change in the 
t — Senne Saas Se ee ee Every couple 





Sutton Mountain otment - —— on The Bridge Creek 
rian Pasture rian vegetation, along 3.2 
miies of Bridge Creek, So incueste G6 © auaiain sane. The impacts 


would be the same as those described for Bear Creek in the Crown 
Rock Allotment under this alternative. In addition, increased 
water quality and late season flows would go directly into the 
John Day River. 


Cattle use in the River Pasture from March & fw ~ —h- would 


Se orp Se Se bee oe 
any streambank disturbances. would have access 
Oe B.S 5868 SS Eaves: See Seease © r and short 
use period, cattle would graze most] “fine of you 
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Sutton Mountain Allotment - /Cattle Option On 3.2 miles of 
es © y River a small increase 

in sedimentation would be expected every other year from April 24 
to May 15. This impact should be minor because no more then 60 
cows would be present at one time. These animals would have 7,463 
ee eee 9 2 Seen ee when they would be 

to the uplands. Additional impacts to the aquatic 
Gcbdbel aadke be Ghe atte ae Ghose Genecibed in Ge Cizete Bar 
Allotment for this alternative. 


Alternative B: 


Circle Bar Allotment - Cattle on A low level of 

.zation occur on vegetation if aggressive 
cattle herding can be maintained. The animals would mostly use 
the upland slopes where some fall growth of the bunchgrass occurs. 
Also, cold air concentrating in Creek and Meyers Canyon 
would discourage livestock use. 


A slight increase in sedimentation to Bridge Creek would occur 
along 5.3 miles because of livestock hoof action. 


Circle Bar Allotment - sheep Option The aquatic environment 
s rove at near rate due to the low level of sheep 
use in rian zones. Also, two-thirds of the grazing use would 
occur the winter when cold air concentrates in canyon 


bottoms and discourages livestock use in low areas. 


Gable creek Allotment - on The improvement rate of the 
aqua ronmen @, Nelson and Mud Creeks, may 
be sli ghtly faster then described in Alternative A (Sheep Option). 
This would result from a lower level of livestock use. 


Gable Creek otment - Cattle on The improvement rate of the 
aquatic environment for — @, Nelson and Mud Creeks, 

would be slightly faster then described in Alternative A (Cattle 
Option) ⸗ 








Girds Creek ged Sutton Mountain 


e =f opment - —8* on The aquatic 
would improve at a 
slightly faster rate then “in Alternative B. This would ay the 
result ye a lower level of livestock use. 


Circle Bar Allotment - tion The aquatic environment on 
. es © ree rove at a slightly faster rate 
then in Alternative B. 


e Ba otment - Cattle The aquatic environment 
rove at a er ra Alternatives A and B due to 
the low level of cattle use, herding and complete rest from 


grazing every other year. 


Gable —— — - tion The improvement rate of the 
@, Nelson and Mud Creeks, 
would be faster then > — — Aand B. This would result 
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eS en ee oe Saasted® use Se the sigesion sence (no 
greater then 10% use at any one location). , by not grazing 
the Weddle Creek drainage, the potential — sediments flowing 
into Gable Creek would be reduced. 


Crown Rock, Dead Dog Canyor  cirde Creek and Sutton Mountain 


wlotments bot! -tie anc Sheep/' ae ons he same as 
sescribec in A: native or ch oO nese otments and 
options 


Alternative EB: The aquatic environments on all the allotments in 





the CRMP area would improve at a maximum rate. The one exception 
would be the Dead Allotment, where the impacts would be 
the seme as ve A. 


Access Proposals 
Alternative C - Existing Situation: Noxious weed seed would be 
t rted vehicles along roads open to the public, but to a 


much lesser degree on roads open to administrative uses only. 


Alternatives A and B: Noxious weed seed —— — be transported by 
vehicles along all the existing roads and wa 


Alternative C - Existing Situation: The eleven treatment areas 
listed on Table 6, Alternative A, would continue in an early seral 

hes — ite with the ieien ac aaentiae — 
con to sites poten ° to 
adjacent areas wae are in mid to late seral condition. 


Alternative A: The mixture of noxious weeds, annual ses and 
herbs would be replaced by a desirable mixture of native and 


under Alternative A. This action to control and reduce 
the rate of spread of noxious weeds on 2,102 acres. This action 
would be accomplished within approximately five years. 


Alternative B: The would be the same as described under 
Alternative A except action would be completed within 
approximately ten years. 


Alternative D: The mixture of noxious weeds, annual grasses and 
herbs, on 1,503 acres, would be replaced by a desirable mixture of 
native grasses, herbs and shrubs as listed in Table 25, 
Alternative D. This would reduce how fast noxious weeds pean ae 
adjacent areas. The treatments would be accomplished wi 
approximately five years. 


Alternative &: The same impacts would occur as described in 
Alternative D. 
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Alternative C - Existing Situation: The existing road closures 
have reduced the amount of vehicle access to known fossil 
locations. This may have minimized vandalism to these sites. 


Alternatives A and B: With all roads open to the public, 
Hee mea for vandalism of fossil beds may be greater then 
ternatives C, D and E. 


Alternatives D and EB: The restricted access to public lands by 
vehicles would help to protect fossil locations from vandalism. 


Livestock Grazing Proposals 


Alternatives A, B, C and D - Circle Bar Allotment, and 
Alternatives A, B and D - Sutten Mountain Allotment, Sheep/Cattle 
Optien: If sheep are inadvertently trailed across fossil 
locations, the exposure of buried fossils would increase. 


Impacts to Riparian and Wetland Resources 


Access Proposals 
Alternative Cc - ae | Situation: Refer to the cts 
described under Fish Aquatic Habitat Resources, 8 


Proposals, in Alternative C. 

Water and tural Lands 

All Alternatives: Refer to the impacts described under the Fish 
and Aquatic Habitat Resources. 


Livectoc®, Gresing_Srepecsie 


Impacts described under Fish and Aquatic Habitat Resources address 
the effects of livestock ——s on stream and river riparian 
zones. The following analysis addresses the impacts on riparian 
areas at springs and along intermittent streams that support some 


type of riparian area. 
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Alternative C - Existing Situation: 


Circle Bar Allotment Repeated use of riparian vegetation at the 
TOE to SUE level would occur, causing low species diversity, poor 
condition and eliminate structure. The major spring areas 
affected are the following: 


Name Location 


Bones T.11 S.,R.21 E.,Sec. 9, SE«SEX 
Fossil Tooth T.11 S.,R.21 E.,Sec. 4, SW«SW 
1870 Cabin T.11 S.,R.21 E.,Sec. 12, NEGi% 
Refrigerato T.11 S.,R.21 E.,Sec. 26, Sens 
Stage Stop T.11 S.,N.21 E.,Sec. 15, NE@IEs 


The riparian area in Meyers Canyon would be severely utilized - 
greater then 60%. 


Crown Rock Allotment Cattle would easily access White Clay and 


Sue way Usceced in T.10 S.,R.20 E.,Sec. 35, NW<SE%, and 
T.11 Sie Se -,-Sec. 12, SWel, respectively). Heavy use would 
areas, causing low species diversity, poor 
tructure. 


— AE and eliminate s 
t Heavy utilization (61% to 80%), by cattle, 


Chapman Sp This would perpetuate the 
low species diversity and poor ——— ” 


Sutton Mountain ee ~- Cattle A majority of the riparian 
,» would receive heavy to severe 
utilization (61 to 1008). each year by livestock, except for steep 


rocky areas. 


Alluvial areas in the Agate Point Pasture would receive heavy to 
severe use (61 to 100%) each year. 


Alternative A: 





e t - Cattl and The low 

of use g riod, spread 
over 21,000 acres, would have little effect on the rian 
vegetation at the spring areas. 
Dead otment The riparian vegetation would reach 


by livestock gra because of the 
protective fences constructed around each spr development. 


t - Cat Riparian 
; root damage. 


The riparian vegetation at the spring areas 
— — at © mania 
rate unaffected by livestock. 


Sepeetctamt tele aetiags Tita Ee Pinas a ef the 
le 42 of the Appendix, 


vould reach full potential unaffected by livestock grazing. 


mo ey f li ~ eed with the —~ -¥y- —3. 
° ves use ra 
—72 che impacts to riparian vegetation on the unfenced springs 
is expected to be heavy. 
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Sutton Mountain Pasture Utilization levels of riparian vegetation 
are expected to be moderate to high at all the spring sites except 
for the smaller and more remote ones. 


All vegetation in the Bridge Creek Riparian and Agate Point 
Pastures would eventually reach full potential. 


Sutton Mountain Allotment - Cattle on 


Sheep use during the period would have minimal effect on 


eee Sepeeaen of by Ay A ayy Ay light 
stocking levels taly 800 sheep using 473 AIM in three 
use areas (totaling 5,000 scres) is very light use. This amount 
is only 33% of the total use allowed for the allotment. 


Pall sheep use would have a moderate effect on riparian Eogetetsen 
around unfenced springs due to root damage from compaction 


effect on riparian vegetation at spring locations since the lary 


ftfect riperian vegetation « tions since the larger 
springs would be fenced. suniles unfenced springs would 


cn ge ne by RAD AY 
allowed in this pasture. 





Circle Cattle/Sheep and Sheep Options), Crown Rock, Dead Doc 
nyon, Gabie Cattle and Sheep Options) anc Sutton Mountain 
Cattle anc Sheep/Cattie Uptions) Aliot -ondition of th 

riper: (30m may improve at unfencec springs. The rate of 


improvement should be slightly faster then Alternative A because 
of reduced livestock use svels and time periods. 


Alternative D: 
Circle Bar (Cattle/S > and Crown Bock, Deed _De 


“anyon, Gable Creek [Cattle and Sheep Op tions ntair 
(132 Ce MO Ce -oncgition of t 

[ion may improve «a springs faster then 
— * B. These allotments and options would be grazed at 
very reduced AUM levels and seasons of use. 





Deed Dog Canyon Allotment The three consecutive years of complete 
rest from livestock grazing would allow for rapid improvement of 
the riparian vegetation, particularly woody species. 


Sutton Mountain Allotment Riparian vegetation in the Sutton 
Mountain Pasture would reach full potential at s maximum rate 
unaffected by livestock grazing. 


Alternative B: Riparian vegetation at spring sites would improve 
unaffected each year by livestock grazing. 


Impacts to Soil Resources 


Agesce Prepoceis 


Alternative ¢ - Situation: Excessive soil erosion occurs 
during the wetter a of the year because of vehicle use on 
roads to Priest Hole and Spring Canyon. Some erosion may occur 
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to the view £4 overlooking the John Day 
River since they are steep and not usable when extremely wet. 


Alternative A: The amount of soil erosion would increase greatly 
roads greater then five percent 
highest in the Gable Creek area end 
from Girds Creek. 


8 
78 


Alternatives D and &: The least amount of soil loss, due to 


If the treatment areas are expanded, pending the 
Prineville District's Noxious Weed EA, some additional soil 


compaction would occur with negligible adverse impacts. 


Visual Resource Management Proposais 


Alternatives D and B: Removal and burying of the power line would 
increase soil erosion and compaction for approximately eleven 
miles along the east side of the Bridge Creek County . The 
effects would be minor and would last up to a year. 


Alternatives D and B: The same as Alternatives A and B, except 
1,084 acres would be treated. 
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Alternative B: The same as Alternative A, except a maximum of six 
fields, including the Unsworth field, or approximately 233 acres 
would be availabie for agricultural ieasing. 


tration rates would also be significantly reduced. 


Sutton Mountain Allotment Heavy soil would occur 
within one-half to one-quarter mile of Bri‘ige Creek and those 
portions alone the John Day River which are accessible to cattle. 
Other areas of compaction would be within « half mile around 

Springs and in Black Canyon. infiltration rates would 
be significantly reduced on the heavily compacted areas. 


Management Common to All Alternatives: The four exclusion areas 
contain approximately 1,655 acres where no soil compaction would 
occur due to livestock ——-, Infiltration rates should 
increase to their full poten . 


Alternative A: 


e t - Cattle on Impects would be 
s ve C, , tor winter cattle use period. 
Dead Can otment Soil compaction Te Se Sp Suse Sag 


y around the ~ age An 
infiltration rate we-ld be reduced and some siight amount 7 on soil 
erosion would occur in the canyons. 


Gable otment - Cattle on Cattle trailing across 
sTopes of aCe erosive *8 * grazing the Weddle Creek 


» would cause excessive erosion. 


e- on Sheep in the Weddle 
may amount of soil erosive if the use 
is followed heavy precipitation. 


Sutton otment - Cattle on High soil compaction, 
water ration some soil erosion would 






ee Sa o> ⏑——— 
concentrated cattle year. 








cts as described above in 
of the reduced level 





The same impacts as 
to a lesser degree because 


od the sadeuhd Soul. of Milt. 


115 








Alternative D: 


The amount of compaction 
ess and C due to the low level of 
livestock use. This would allow water infiltration to improve and 
reduce soil erosion. 


Dead 29 cenyon —— Water infiltration would improve from 
P on the canyon bottoms, especially Dead Dog 

and Clark Canyons. 

Sutton Al Lotment___cattle 






Gehl pobentied of the selio in the Subten Mountain Pactuse des te 
livestock exclusion. 


Alternative £: 


Water infiltration and the level of soil erosion would improve to 
the full potential of the soils on the CRMP areas. 


Alternatives A, B, D and B - All Options: Some very localized 
Se, nee — —— 


total surface area disturbed — slightly greater under 


Impects te Special Status Species 


Plants 
Access Proposals 


Alternative C - Existing Situation: Vehicle access would continue 
to areas of special status plants which may contribute to their 


Livestock Gresing Prepesais 
Alternative C - Existing Situaticn 
j Cattl would tinue impact 
Eve populations of aFrowieat ackniede taeulexion” subeas 130 and 
). 
Animals 


Environmental effects of the proposed actions are covered under 
the Fish and Aquatic and Riparian Resources sections. 
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: The opportunity and temptation to drive over 

be greater then in Alternatives C, D and E. 

fic could des existing vegetation, but to 
to 


what extent it is not possible es te. 

Alternatives D and B: The 3.8 miles or 2.4 acres of existing 
ways, for t closure, wate, Seregsense naturel) 
The 5. or 4. oe ny ee for tation, would 
seeded to mixture of desi e grasses, forbs and « shrub 
depending on the aspect. The should establish within two 
years and change the ecological tion of these acres from 
early seral to mid seral. 

Noxious Weed Proposals 

+). ternative Cc - Situation Yellow starthistle, Russian 
Knapweed and Canada thistle are controlled on approximately 


300 acres. The treatment areas are located in the Horse Fields, 

ee eee) ce Cre eee beeee The treated 
sites oo being invaded by cheatgrass, foxtail barley and tumble 

mustard. 


Alternatives A and B: Yearly funding levels would determine the 
number of acres treated for noxious weeds. The acres treated and 


Alternative D: The same as Alternatives A and B, but «a lesser 
number of acres would be treated. 


Alternative A: The early seral condition on 2,102 acres would be 

changed to a mid or late seral within about seven rs. The 

diversity of plant species would increase by from a few 
type . 


Alternative B: The same as Alternative A, except the expected 
change in sera) condition would take 12 years. 


Alternatives D and &: The same as Alternative A, except treatment 
would occur on 1,084 acres. 
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Alternative D: The existing vegetation of annus] grasses, forbs 
end noxious weeds would be ed on 32° “es with a desirable 
mix of native, perennial es. 


Alternative EB: The 813 acres on all 12 agricultural fields would 
be replaced with « mix of native, perennial species. The 

cal condition class would change from early seral to mid 
seral and the species diversity would be increased. 


e otment Bluebunch, Thurber's rass, sand 
e@-and-thread would be utilized vily (60 - 
80%) within about two miles of Bridge Creek and « half-a-mile of 


—* Canyon. Also, my A ——— — would be within 
f-e-mile of the spring T.115., R.218., Sec. 12, NEW. 
Repeated heavy use over several years would cause elimination of 
these grasses. 


Allotment Bluebunch, Thurber's needlegrass and sand 
lized heavily (60 - 80%) within about one 
mile of Bear Creek. Repeated heavy use over several years would 
cause elimination of these ¢ssi © grasses. 


t The in the bottom of Dead Dog 
zed heavily (60 - 80%). Repeated 
heavy use over several years would cause elimination of these 
grasses. 


eee — of the teesinion premise 
—- gy. te some of the remaining perennial 
grasses such as bivebunch and Thurber's needlegrass. 
ppckpeddle Sr icemant High utilization levels would occur on 
’ theyre ney hy Ay BR. 
each year. s 


may result in a downward trend an increase in the areas of 
early seral condition. 





Canyon, canyons 
@uring the critical growing period for most perennial gresses. 


Management Common te All Alternatives: The Manning and Lower 
Owens Enclosures, Girds Creek Riparian and Agate Point Pastures 
would provide « total of 1,655 acres of undomestically grazed 


vegetation. 


Alternative A: 






about 310 acres along 
rove at it's maximum rete. 


ag ere 
rs Canyon would 
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Residual ground cover wwild increase and the sera] status would 


~ ce A heavy level of 
- Canyon and the smaller 


Dead beg —— 2* The same es Alternative C, but with « 
ra ° tion (41 - 60%) in the canyon bottoms due 
to the reduction in livestock use. Even with repeated early 
trend should be upward and the seral status should 


t - The same as 


i 


Alternatives A, B, D and BE - All Options: Some very localized 
vegetation disturbance would occur during installation of the 
cattleguards, spring developments and fence construction and 
relocation. The total amount of plants destroyed or injured would 
be greater under Alternatives A and B, Cattle Options. Under 
Alternative E the least amount of disturbance would occur. 


Impects te Visual Resources 


Alternatives D and BE: The scenic quality would be enhanced by 
cover the 5.1 miles (4.3 acres) of existing ways with 
vegetation which is similar in appearance to the adjacent 


vegetation. 
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Altereative A: Treatment areas B, CC, D, I, J, and K would be 
visible from « public rosd. A change in texture and color, on ⸗ 
total of 898 acres would occur after rengeland drills are used for 
seeding. > Gps ee would be compressed and furrows 

the soil. impect would last about six months 
or until the seeded and ; 


same as Alternative A except the trestments 
would take plece over ten years instead of five. 


Alternatives D and E&: The same as Alternative A. 


Management Common te All Alternatives: A dense grove of 
cottonwood trees of varying sizes would occupy ten ecres of the 
Priest Hole Field. 


Altermative A: A combination of textures and colors could occur 
on the 8613 acres of agricultural lands. If all twelve fields 
Si crops were leased for culture] » more then 
ikely it would be for some type of annual production. This 
activity would rate bare soil or stubble cover dur the 


texture due to « conversion from annual weedy species to perennial 
grasses and shrubs. It is possible for this to occur on all 


Alternative B: The texture on the unleased fields would change 
@ue to the conversion from annual weedy species to perennial grass 
and shrub species. 

Alternative D: The same as Alternative A except none of the 


fields would be in crop production, they would all be perennial 
grass, ford and shrub. 


Alternative C ~ Existing Situation 
Circle Ber Allotment The indications of cow use would be present 
e of Bridge Creek and « quarter mile of the 
lower half of Meyers Canyon sometime between June and Octobe. 
The indications of cow use would be 
ee ere ae oe eee 
John Dey River during April. This would also 






one-half mile of the 

occur in the canyons on top of Sutton Moun @uring May. 
Range Project Prepossis 

All Alternatives and Optiens The necessary mitigating measures 
for VAM needs are part of the project fications cribed in 


Appendix £, F and G. 
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Impacts to Water Resources 


Environmental impacts from the proposed actions on water quantity 
and quality are addressed, in part, under the Fish/Aquatic and 
Riparian Resources sections. 


Access _Preposais 


Alternative C - Existing Situation The total smount of sediment 
=p Senge Grass Seeks > Beane. This would help towards meeting 
the Water Quality Standards set by the Oregon Department 
of Environmental Quality (DEQ). 


Alternatives A and B: The amount of sediment in Bridge Creek may 
actually be increased. 


Alternatives D and E: The least amount of sediment would be added 
to Bridge Creek. 





Water ts and tural Land 

Alternative C - Existing Situation tity A total of 3.781 
c.f.s. could be withdrawn from Bridge and 1.05 c.f.s. from 
the John Day River. 

Alternative A: tity Potentially the full allocations of 
water rights, on c land, could withdrawn from Bridge and 


Gable Creeks and the John Day River for crop irrigation. 
Alternative B: ye A maximum of 4.546 c.f.s. could be 


removed from Bri reek and 1.05 c.f.s. from the John Day River 
for crop irrigation. 

Alternative D: tity A maximum of 2.865 c.f.s. could be 
removed from Bri reek and 1.05 c.f.s. from the John Day River 


for crop irrigation. 


Alternative BE: Quantity Wo water would be removed for crop 
irrigation. 


Livestock 
Alternative C - Existing Situation: 


Citcle Bar Allotment as Reduced late season flows would 
occur due to the loss of riparian vegetation along Bridge Creek 
and the lower half of Meyers Canyon. 


Girds Creek Allotment Quantity The amount and duration of mid 

ate season flows, on lower Girds Creek, would increase very 
slowly over a long period of time as riparian vegetation becomes 
established and increases in density. 


Alternative A: 
Crown Rock Allotment The amount and duration of mid and late 


Season flows, om Bear Creek, would increase as riparian vegetation 
becomes established and increases in density. 
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ii. 


Alternatives &, D and E: 
Circle Bar, Gable Creek, Crown Rock and Sutton Mountain Allotments 
idge, Gable, Nelson, Mud and Bear Creeks as riparian 












3 
vegetation becomes established and increases in density. 


Impacts to Wildlife Eabitat Resources 


Access Proposals 
Alternative C - Existing Situation: The exis road closures 
have significantly reduced disturbance of fe species and 


to habitat. The existing situation allows the most acreage 
of habitat to be improved by continuing to prevent damage in 
agents all areas. The amount of open road is 0.39 mile per sq. 
e. 


Alternative A: Vehicle use will have significant negative impacts 

on wildlife throughout the year. Disturbance of species and 

direct physical damage to habitat will be seen in all habitats, 

with potentially significant tive impacts in riparian areas 

(direct damage and increased ts), reproduction and on 

— The amount of open road is one (1.0) mile per sq. 
e 


Alternative B: Seasonal closures will mitigate the negative 

impacts on winter ranges, but damage to riparian habitats and 

disturbance during the normal reproduction periods would still be 

present. Open roads during the summer would be one (1.0) mile per 

~ 73 mile and during winter/spring there would be .34 mile per sq. 
e. 


Alternative D and E: Significantly positive cts due to more 
— be closed permanently and rehabilitation of existing 
s will soulée increased wildlife habitat while at the 
the amount of disturbances discussed for 
rede Bn Aand B. In this alternative the amount of road 
= —— -39 mile per sq. mile and open seasonally is .47 mile 
per sq. * 


Noxious Weed Proposals 


Alternative C - Current Situation: No significant positive 
benefits will be realized in areas left to natural reseeding 
except in areas that presently have low densities of noxious 
weeds. 


ry Common to All Alternatives: Positive due to ability to 
el te noxious weeds before establishment is permanent. By 
inventorying an area for amphibians prior to treatment, 
appropriate control measures would be used to lower mortality. 


Alternatives A and B: Overall positive impacts dus to elimination 
or controlling of noxious weeds which are presently displacing 
native habitat. Some negative impacts possible depending on seed 
selected to replace the existing noxious weeds. 


122 








Alternative D: Generally positive benefits but with lowered 
benefits in areas that non-native species dominate following 
treatment. 


Alternative E: Inability to use chemicals will greatly lessen the 
ability to eliminate or contro] noxious weeds. In some situations 
this entirely eliminate the ability to control noxious weeds 
within reasonable costs. 


Wilderness Study Area Proposals 


All Alternatives - Generally this will be positive due to the 
reduction in disturbance to wildlife and no habitat loss from 
eat an One significant 5 en) See — * be the 
inability to ement , primarily prescr burning, 
within existing — ee ee sites to create diversity. 
Within these areas the fuels necessary to allow naturally 
occurring fires does not exist. Without the ability to cut some 
juniper to create the fuel load, fires will not occur. 
Approximately 3700 acres are — in this condition. Without 
prescribed or natural _ = ey ay Ry increase slowly as 
mature juniper grows above and becomes 
fireproof due to no ladder foals + * the juniper canopy. 


Alternatives A and B: Based on observed trends on some of the 
—— sexal stage areas, in the long term vegetation diversity and 
total forage production will improve significantly with improved 
livestock management, without any seeding. Given this situation 
seedings will not be a benefit in the long term. In the short 
term, vegetation seedings would be more beneficial if only native 
species were used due to wildlife being adapted to native species. 
Some increased benefits may be realized from exotics in the short 
term due to quick increases in diversity and forage availability, 
however, as noted above these benefits will be reduced in the long 
term as native species will fill this requirement as ecological 
conditions improve. 


Juniper manipulation would be a benefit by improving habitat 
diversity in an area dominated by mature Juni rwith a 

rate understory. Limitations on the size of trees to be 

ll maintain a large number of snags, — ground 
temperatures during burning and in general simulate the results of 
@ natural fire. 


Alternatives D and E: a © will be benefitted by prescribe 
burning to increase diversity and seeding of native species on 
— presently having less than 40% native es. Limiting 
acreage manipulated to less than 20% in any five year period will 
allow diversity to be increased while preventing excessive 
reductions in structural diversity using any one manipulation 


cycle. 
Water ts and tural Land 


Alternative C - Existing Situation: Water usage would continue to 
be controlled by existing leases. Controlling of noxious weeds on 
unleased fields ‘usuld be be limited due to letting treated areas 
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reseed naturally as discussed in noxious weed section. Water 
rights would be maintained. 


Alternative A: Maintenance of all agricultural fields would have 
low levels of benefits to wildlife since any gains in forage 
production would be offset loss of habitat from 
cropping. Wildlife habitat riparian areas would potentially be 
negatively by reductions of the wetted area from 
increased wi for irrigation. 


Alternative B: Wildlife will be benefitted by maintaining 
irrigation on a variety of fields and the 

fields to habitat with a degree of habitat structure. Lease 
restrictions which will t irrigation withdrawals to periods 
when minimum stream flows are met will protect riparian itats. 


Alternative D: cts essentially the same as B, except that 
native wildlife l be benefitted more by planting only native 
species. 


Alternative BE: All wildlife species except mule deer will be 
benefitted by this alternative. Mule deer would not be benefitted 
due to their ability to utilize the forage produced from 
ricultural. The remainder of species benefit by having 
fields in native cover with a high degree of species 
diversity, structure and cover. 


Livestock Grazing Proposals 


Alternative C - Existing Situation: 


Circle Bar Allotment The grezing management in place for the past 
seve years is os improved upland habitat conditions 
throughout the allotment due to gra stipulations and season of 
use. Significant improvement in habitat condition has 
been seen by having allotment permitted to sheep grazing which 
utilizes herding, season of use and limiting use of riparian areas 
to watering only. 


However, the — which would occur in this alternative due to 
administrative rements (see Livestock Gra section, 
Alternative C) would return the allotment to cattle use, with a 
summer use period. This would cause immediate and significant 
negative impacts on riparian and upland habitat conditions. Due 
to the summer use of riparian area, all improvement would be 
eliminated in one or two grazing seasons. This would come about 
due to cattle staying in the riparian area during the those summer 
months. This is the same grazing which occurred historically in 
this area and the conditions that occurred when the Bureau 
acquired these lands would be recreated. 


Rock Allotment Existing situation is providing improved 
ons except the r ian area on Bear Creek. 
Proposed fencing of Bear Creek 1 eliminate this problen. 


Dead Peg Mi lotpent Existing use is ory! allowing recovery of 
allo 5 a g use levels and limiting period to use 
to spring only. exception is within the bottoms of Dead Dog 


Cny. where utilization continues to be high, which eliminates 
potential for improvement. 
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Gable Creek Allotment Conditions are improving. The allotment 

ve rs o rest which allowed riparian habitat to 
increase diversity and structure. Upland areas improved 
significantly in total cover, > from increases in the 
grass component. Improvement expected to continue. 


Girds Creek Allotment The use period on this allotment will 


Continue the poor conditions in the riparian area. 
— oe Period will maintain existing 
ons on otment, which are good except in the area of 


Chapman Springs. Significant problem occurs when cattle from this 
allotment or Sutton Mtn. allotment graze the other allotment due 
to no fence separating the two allotments. 


—— Allotment Season of use will continue poor habitat 
use during growing season with no chance for 
— * Wildlife habitat decline in condition. 


Sutton Mountain Allotment a. system will slow improvement of 
Stovepipe pastures since season 

of ese will. allow sequeuth. le hey pasture 

will maintain existing poor to fair conditions in r 

habitats. Upland conditions which are generally in late seral 

stages will slowly improve. 


Overall Cumulative: Conditions within the CRMP area are presently 
improving due to changes in season of use and kind of livestock. 
Riparian habitats are improving with the exception of those within 
the Sutton Mountain Pasture. This improvement is primarily seen 
in increased total cover and shrub cover and diversity. Upland 
conditions are improving across the CRMP with increased herbaceous 
cover and species composition. These improvements are imp 
habitat for the ALLY - do species > ees Seesee to 
— nesting —y —% e's es nest and 

° within riparian shrub while the shrub structure 
hasn't increased to signi — — the ase by these 
species the trend is roving and as structure increases use of 
the areas is expected to increase also. 


The one significant exception to the continuing improvement of the 
CRMP was that discussed the Circle Bar allotment if summer 
cattle use is reinstituted. 


Management Common to All Alternatives 

Circle Bar Allotment The 92 pasture will provide diverse habitat 
for wildlife due to ao of forage, the development of 
perimeters into cover the fencing off of Bridge Creek. 


Exclosure: Under all alternatives this exclosure will 
remain in place. 





Girds Creek Exclosure: Under all alternatives this exclosure will 
remain in plece. This will ensure stabilization of that area and 
allow riparian habitat to fully develop. 


Alternative A 
rateet Bar Meet * pheep Option: This proposed use would allow 
rovement o con . Increased AUM levels will 
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increase competition for forage, particularly forb species, which 
will have negative impacts on wildlife. 


circie Bar Allotment - Catt] on: This will also allow 
rovement o cularly in Bridge 
— 1—— fencing of the ripa area. 


Crown Rock Allotment Proposed system will allow improvement of 
Overall habitat conditions due to rotations. Bear Creek riparian 
habitat will improve significantly due to total exclusion. 


Dead Habitat conditions will decline due to 
use canyon bottoms. 


Gable Creek Allotment - on Habitat conditions will 
— rove spr. use will increase competition for 
° . 


Gable Creek otment - Cattle on Habitat conditions will 
con rove use in the winter period and 
stipulations on use on Gable Creek. 


Creek otment Habitat in uplands will be maintained and 
improve due to Girds Creek exclosure. 


otment Overall habitat would improve due to 
spr use. 


Packsaddle otment Habitat will improve due to reduced AUM's 
on seasons. 





t - Cattle WAS y- 
t will improve wi 

on of riparian areas within the Sutton Mtn pasture. Sue te 

ter season of use these r areas will decline further 
ye A ays FA tat for wildlife species. 


on This would 








potential for forb reduction due to use 
Alternative B: 


Circle Bar Allotment rovement in overall habitat will continue 
but reduced AUM Tevels will allow habitat conditions to improve 
faster than Alternative A. Grazing of riparian area will occur. 
This grazing should allow riparian conditions to continue to 
improve due to herding and season of use being winter, but, 
some use will occur. 


Crown Rock Allotment Same as Alternative A. 
Dead t Impacts the same as Alternative A, except that 


canyon bottoms will be reduced. Level of use 
would continue to degrade those areas. 


otment Same as Alternative A for and cattle 
reduced AUM's will benefit wildlife due to 
— competition for forbs and increased cover . 
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Girds Creek, Mary Misener and Packsaddle Allotments Same as 


rnacive a. 
Sutton Mountain Allotment - Cattle on Impacts generally the 
same as ve season of use will still 
not allow full recovery of the riparian habitat in the Sutton 
Mountain Pasture, con the slow improvement of existing poor 
habitat conditions. 
Sutton tain Allotment - Cattle on Impacts generally 


same as ve on for forbs and 
the potential reduction in forb availability is reduced due to the 
season of use changes. 
Alternative D: 


Circle Bar Allotment Same as Alternative 8, except total AUM use 
| » providing more forage and increased cover for 
wildlife. 


Crown Rock Allotment Significantly faster improvement in overall 
habitat conditions due to reduced AUM's. 


Dead bog Al rotment Total non-use will allow habitat to improve 
s cantly. 


Gable Creek Allotment - Sheep Option Same as Alternative B. 


Gable Creek Allotment ~- Cattle Option Increased benefits for 
use y rnate years. Benefits will 


e 
primarily be from increased overall cover. 
Girds Creek Allotment Same as Alternative A. 


Ma sener otment Shortened season of use will allow 
eer Ss — in riparian areas, benefitting wildlife use of 
forage and cover. 


Packsaddle Allotment Same as Alternative A. 


Sutton Moun Allotment Total elimination of livestock from the 
. pas allow riparian areas to signif cantly 
improve in condition. 


Sutton tain Allotment - Cattle Option Overall conditions 
| os can ‘s and elimination of 
livestock from Sutton Mountain Pasture. 


Sutton Mountain Allotment - Cattle Option Reduced AUM's and 
restricted season of use will Torther improve habitat conditions. 
Alternative BE: Significant improvement in habitat conditions for 
wildlife es. The elimination of livestock would provide 


maximum tat quantity and quality for all species, with the 
possible exception of mule deer. 
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i2. Impacts to Wilderness Study Areas and ACEC Resources 


Special status Species 


All Altermatives: Over time the majority of the two p 

wilderness areas would become dense forests of junipers. As «4 

result, the plant communities associated with arrowleaf thelyody, 
monkeyflower, pallid milkweed and hedgehog cactus would 


Washington 
be eliminated. 


Cc. Cumlative Impacts 


No cumulative cts were identified except as noted on page 125 
for Impacts to Wildlife Habitat Resources under Alternative Cc, 


Existing Livestock Grazing Practices. 
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Part VII. List of Preparers and Signatures 


A. List of Preparers 


— —— — Sten of Senses of 
— — employees. was composed of the following 


Specialists Job Description Plan Responsibility 
Lyle Andrews Range Conservationist Team Coordinator and 
_ Range 
Dennis Davis Geologist Geology and Minerals 
Rick Demmer Watershed and Riparian Watershed and Riparian 
Specialist 


T and E Plant 
t 


Wildlife Biclogist 


Ron Halvorson T and E Plants 


Brad Keller Wildlife, and T and E 


Animals 
James Sipple Park Ranger Visual Resource 
Management 
Dan Wood Outdoor Recreation Recreation 
Planner 
Joe Wichman Supervisory Natural Range 
Resource Specialist 
Dave Young Fisheries Bioclogist Fisheries 


John Lancanella Archaeologist Archaeology, Buildings 


and Paleontology 


B. Non Bureau of Land Management Participants 


The following individuals provided information that helped in the 
development of this document. 


Name * Affiliation 


Lyn Akers Ranch Manager/BLM Lessee 

Lee Belknap Ranch Owner/BLM Lessee 

Jack Collins Ranch Owner/BLM Lessee 

Tom Campbell Ranch Owner/BLM Lessee 

Brian Ferry odrau 

Stuart Garrett Native Plant Society 

Bill Kruger Oregon Watershed Improvement Coalition 
Bob Krein opréw 

Len Mathisen Public Lands Restoration Task Force 
Jim Morris National Park Service 

Corky Norton Ranch Owner/BLM Lessee 

Ron Quant Wheeler County Soil é& Water Conservation Bosrd 
Mary Beth Schmid Soil Conservation Service 

Eric Schulz Oregon Natural Desert Association 


Bill Smith 


Ranch Owner/BLM Lessee 
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APPENDICES 





APPENDIX A. - Glossary 
Aquatic - Living or growing in or on the water. 


Ephemeral ~- A stream that flows only in direct response to precipitation, and 
whose channel is eat all times above the water table. 


Boosystem ~ Interacting populations of orgeniems, plus their environment, 
that functions as a unit in nature. 


Grazing Lease ~- A lease is « Gocument suthorizing livestock grazing use of 


public lands outside a grazing district under Section 15 of the Taylor Grazing 
Act. 


Grazing System ~- The manipulatica of livestock grazing to seccomplish « 





Impect - A ial or temporal change in the human environment caused by man. 
The change be (1) perceptible, (2) measurable, and (3) relatable 
through « change egent to 4 management activity or alternative. 


iseve ~- A subject or question of widespread public discussion or interest 
pear ry Re er ape of public lands within the Prineville Dietrict and 


fied through public participation. 


Nomious Weeds ~ A weed specified by lew as being especially undesirable, 
troublesome and difficult to control. 


Off Road Vehicles (ORV) - Any motorised vehicle capable of, or designed for, 
travel on or immediately over land, water or other natural terrain, excluding: 
(1) any nonamphibious registered motorboat, (2) emergency vehicles, (3) 
vehicles in official use. 


Off Gighway Vehicle (OHV) ~- Any motorised vehicle le of, or Gesigned 
for, trevel on or immediately overland, water, or naturel terrain, 
excluding (1) any nonamphibious, registered motorboat; (2) emergency vehicles; 


and (3) vehicles in official wee. 


Perennial - A etream that flows continuously. Perennial streams are 
generally aseociated with « water table in the localities through which they 
flow. 


Peried of Use - The time of livestock grazing on 4 range ares based on the 
type of vegetation or stage of vegetative growth. 


13} 





ReGas ~ A spewning nest mace in the grevel bed of « river or stream by salmon 
or steelhead. 


Sediment - Soil, rock particles and organic or other Gebris carried from one 
place to senother by wind, water or gravity. 


Special Status Species ~- Plant or animal species not yet officially listed, 
s 





Split Estate ~- Property where the surface ownership is different from the 
subsurface mineral estate. 


ö— —— Oo Se eee Cee Seen, ae a 
charecteristice and or fieh habitat such as loge and boulders. 


Upland ~- All rangelands other than riparian or wetland areas. 


Water Quality ~ The chemical, physical and biclogicel characteristics of 
water with reepect to ite suitability for « particular use. 


Wetlands ~- Areas that are inundated by surface water or groundwater with « 
frequency sufficient to support, and under normal circumstances Goes or would 
support, « prevalence of vegetation or aquatic life that requires saturated or 
seasonally saturated #01] conditions for growth and reproduction (Executive 
Order ii ). 


Wilderness ~- Areas Gesignated by congressional action under the 1964 


Wilderness Act. Wilderness ie defined as undeveloped Federal land retaining 
ite primeval charecter and inflvence without permanent improvements or human 
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° to preserve their 
natural conditions, which generally appear to have been affected primarily by 
activity substantially 

unnoticeable; have outstanding opportunities for solitude or for « primitive 
and confined type of recreation; include at least 5,000 acres or are of 
sufficient sise to make prectical their preservation, enjoyment, end use in an 
unimpaired condition; and may contain features of scientific, education, 
scenic, or historical valve as well as ecological and geological interest. 


Wilderness Study Ares (WEA) ~- An ares Getermined to have wilderness 
characteristics. Study areas will be subject to interdiseciplinary analysis 
and public comment to determine wilderness suitability. Suitable areas will 
be recommended to the President and Congress for wilderness designation. 


Vieval Resource Management (VQ) ~- Management of the land, water, vegetation 
and animale that comprise the scenery of an area. 


APPENDIX B. — Cultural Resource Use Categories 


All public cultural resources known or enticipated to occur within « BLAH 
eGministrative unit are classified according to the following described 


categories. 


A. Scolentific Yee. This category «applies to any cultural property determined 
to be suitable for consideration as the subject of scientific or historical 

study utilizing currently available research techniques, including study that 
would result in ite physical alteration. Inclusion in this category signifies 
that the property need not be conserved in the face of an appropriate research 


or Gata recovery (mitigation) proposal. 


8. Conservation for Future Yee. Thies category is reserved for any unusvel 
cultural resource which, because of scarcity, « research potential that 
surpasses the current state of the art, singular historic importance, cultural 
importance, or architectural interest, or comparable reasons, is not currently 
appropriate for consideration as the subject of scientific or historical study 
that would result in its physical alteration. A cultural property or location 
included in this category is considered worthy of segregation from all other 
land or resource uses, including cultural resource uses, that would threaten 
the maintenance of ite present condition or setting, as pert unent, and it will 
remain in thie wee category until specifivd provisions are met in the future. 


Cc. Management Vee. This may be applied to any cultural property 
considered most useful for controlled experimental study that would result in 
ite physical alteration, to be conducted by the BLM or other entities 
concerned with the management of cultural properties. Expenditure of cultural 

ies or Gata may be justified for purposes of obtaining specific 
information that would ultimately aid in the management of other cultural 
properties. Experimental study may be aimed toward « better understanding of 
kinds and rates of naturel or human-caused deterioration, effectiveness of 
protection mesesures, and similar lines of inquiry. 











>. Sociocultural Yee. Thie category is to be lied to any cultural 
resources that is perceived by « epecified social and/or cultural group «as 
having attributes that contribute to maintaining the heritege or existence of 


thet group. ö— $e vg BH A 4 ah A A 
managed in « way that takes attributes into eccount, a8 applicable. 


mE. Public Yee. This category may be applied to any culture) — — found 
to be appropriate for consideration as an interpretive exhibit in place, « 
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subject of supervised participation in scientific or historical study, or 
related educational and recreational uses by members of the general public. 


r. Discharged Vee. Assignment to this category means either that « cultura) 
resource that wae previously qualified for assignment to any of the categories 
Gefined above no longer poesesses the qualifying characteristics for that use 
or for sesigqnument to an alternative use; or that « cultural property's 
eclentific use potential was so slight that it wes exhausted «et the time the 
property wes recorded, and no alternative use is Geemed appropriate. Where « 
cultural property is inwolwed, sillocetion to discharged use alec means that 
records pertaining to the property represent ite only remaining Leportance, 
and that ite location so longer presents «4 sanaegement constraint for competing 
land uses. 


SC. Compatible Vees. Cultural resources aay be Getermined to heve gore than 
one appropriate use. 


APPENDIX C. ~— Oil, Gas and Geothermal Leasing 


Stipulations 








Standard Stioulations 
Standard stipulations are listed in Section 6 of “Offer to Lease and Lease for 
O11 and Gas” Form 3100-11. They include the following: 


Lessee shall conduct operations in « ganner thet minimises adverse impacts to 
the land, air and water, to cultural, biological, viewal and other resources, 
and to other land wees or users. 


Prior to diseturbing the surface of the leased lands, lessee shell contact SLx 
to be apprised of procedures to be followed and modifications or reclamation 
meseures that may be necessary. Areas to be disturbed say require inventories 
or special etucies to Getermine the extent of impects to other resources. 


If in the conduct of operations, threatened or endangered especies, objects of 
historic scientific interest, or substantial unanticipated environmental 
effects are observed, lessee shall lamediately contect lessor. Lessee shal) 
cease any operations that would result in the destruction of such species or 
objects until appropriate steps heave been taken to protect the site or recover 
the resources as Getermined by SLX in consultation with other appropriste 


agencies. 


Special Stipulations 


Special stipulations are attached to ol) and gas leases to provide additional 
protection for fragile areas or critical resource valves. The special 
stipulations are seasonal restrictions for critical wildlife habitat and no 
surface occupancy to protect special valves or fregile areas. in the case of 
acquired lands, it is intended to protect the resource valves for which the 
land was ecquired. 


APPENDIX D. - Allotment Selective Management Categories 


All qoresing sllotmentse have been rated on the basis of the criteria listed 
below in order to group slioctments into « management - Three 
categories are used ~- Improve (I), Maintain (M) and Custodial (CC). The 
ratings ere used to help Getermine at what level greasing slioctmentse receive 
range improvement funds, monitoring and sanegement efforte. 
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improve Category (i) 


Oo Present range condition is unsatisfactory 

© Allotments have moderate to high resource production potential and 
are producing at low to moderate levels 

© Serious resource-use conflicts and controversy exist 

© Opportunities exist for positive economic return from public 


investments 
° Present management appears unsatisfactory 
Maintain Category (M) 


Oo Present range condition is satisfactory 

co Allotments have moderate or high resource production potential and 
producing near their potential (or trend is moving in that 
direction) 

© Wo serious resource-use conflicts and centroversy exist 

© Opportunities may exist for positive economic return from public 


investments 
Oo Present management appears satisfactory 
Custodial Category (C) 


© Present range condition is not a factor 

© Allotments have low resource production potential and are 
producing near their potential 

o Limited resource-use conflicts and controversy may exist 

© Opportunities for positive economic return on public investment do 
not exist or are constrained by technological or economic factors 


© Present management appears satisfactory or is the only logical 
practice under existing resource conditions 











The following specifications would be used as the standard for development of 
all the proposed springs. 


Fence Each spring area would be fenced to prevent damage to the collection 
systems and protect the riparian area. Four strand barbed wire fences would 
be constructed based on the specifications used for this type of fence in 


Appendix E. 


Collection System Springs would be dug out using a backhoe or by hand to 
install the collection system. The focal point of the system would be the 
head box consisting of a length of three foot diameter metal culvert. 
Sections of perforated four to six inch diameter PVC pipe may be used to 
increase the water capturing capabilities of the system. To minimize sediment 
infiltration into the capture system, first, gravel or emall rock would be 
laid down, followed by some type of screen material, the water capture systen, 
more rock, screen material, rock and a final layer of soil. The head box 
would be filled with rock and covered with a lid. 


Concrete or butyl rubber cutoff walls would be installed if necessary to stop 
the flow of water awa, from the collection area and concentrate water at the 
head box. 


The water supply and overflow pipes would consist of one-and-a-half inch 
black plastic pipe with a 100 PSI rating. The overflow pipe would return any 


135 








excess water back to the same drainage. All pipe would be buried to a depth 
of approximately sixteen inches. 


Icoughs Troughs would be placed on a level foundation of 8" by &* treated 

timbers or similar type material. They may be made from steel, fiberglass, 

plastic or concrete. The colors may be green, brown or gray. Some type of 

bird ramp would be installed in each trough. Float valves would be installed 
as needed to contro. the rate of flow. 


Sheep: A low, iong and narrow type trough would be most desirable. 
Generally, 2 feet high by 10 feet long; also, low round troughs may be 
used in some cases. Approximately 5 to 6 narrow troughs would be used 
per spring and 2 to 3 circular ones. 


Cattle: May be of any size or design which best suites the particular 
topography where the trough «11 be installed. 


APPENDIX F. - Standard Fence Specifications 


Common to Al) Fences 


i. Stress Panels would be installed every quarter mile. They would be 
built according to the specifications shown in the BLM Barbed Wire 
Fence, Type-A or Type-B, Drawing No. 028633-1 or 02833-2, dated March 3, 
1984. 


2. All corner panels would be either three-post or five-post depending on 
the amount of stress that would be placed on each corner. They would be 


built according to the specifications shown in the BLM Corner Panels, 
Drawing No. 028633-9, dated May 22, 1984. 


Live juniper trees with a DBH of eight inches, or greater, may be used 
in place of corner panels when they occur at the needed location. Tree 
limbs would be removed to «a height of approximately six feet. Two two- 
by-fours or two-by-sixes, at least 30 inches long, would be nailed to 
the tree and the wires attached to the boards. 









3. Gates would be four wires and would be built according to the 
specifications shown in the BLA Wire Gates diagram, Drawing No. 02833-6, 
dated May 30, 1984. 


4. Vegetation clearing of trees and brush would be allowed only where it 
interferes with the efficient placement of wires and posts. All areas 
where vegetation would be removed must be flagged and authorized for 
vegetation removal prior to construction starting. An area no greater 

= then four feet on either side of the fence line would be cleared. Only 
trees and brush would be removed, but no digging or pulling-out by the 
roots would be allowed. Also, no blading with heavy equipment would be 
authorized. 


Specifications - Four Strand Barbed Wixe Fence 


Four strands of barbed wire, with the top wire no higher than 40 inches from 
the ground. The wire spacing would start with the bottom wire 16 inches from 
the ground, the next wire 6 inches aboye the first, the third wire 6 inches 
above the second, and the fourth wire 12 inches above the third. All fence 
poste would be metal, five-and-e~half feet long. Post color would depend on 
VRM considerations. The post spacing would be sixteen-and-a-half feet (one 
rod). One 30-inch-long wire stay would be placed halfway between each post 
with the bottca five inches removed. Metal clips would be used to fasten the 
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wires to the fence posts. (See BLM Barbed Wire Fence, Type-A; Drawing No. 
02833-1, dated March 9, 1984). 


Live juniper trees may be used in place of fence posts when the trees are on 
the fence line. Tree limbs would be removed to a height of approximately six 
feet. Two two-by-fours or two-by-sixes, at least 30 inches long, would be 
nailed to the tree and the barbed wires stapled to the boards. 


Specifications - Three Strand Barbed Wire Fence 


Three strands of barbed wire, with the top wire no higher than 40 inches from 
the ground. The wire spacing would start with the bottom wire 16 inches froma 
the ground, the next wire 10 inches above the first and the third wire 12 
inches above the second. All fence posts would be metal and five-and-a-haif 
feet long. Post color would depend on VRM considerations. The post spacing 
would be sixteen-and-a-half feet (one rod). One 30-inch-long wire stay would 
be placed halfway between each post with the bottom five inches removed. 
Metal clips would be used to fasten the wires to the fence posts. (See BLM 
Barbed Wire Fence, Type-B; Drawing No. 02833-2, dated March 3, 1984). 


Live juniper trees may be used in place of fence posts as described above 
under the Specifications - Four Strand Barbed Wire Fence. 


APPENDIX G. - Standard Cattleguard Specifications 


A standard sized single-wide cattleguard would be 8 feet wide by 12 feet long. 
A standard sized double-wide cattleguard would constructed by placing two 
single~wide cattleguards end to end. It may be made from either steel or 
concrete. Precast concrete bases would be used as shown in the BLM Precast 
Concrete Base For Standard Steel Cattleguards, Drawing No. 08-33-9105-41-9, 
dated December, 1966. 








APPENDIX H. - AUM Determinations by Alternative 


The following tables explain the process used to determine livestock carrying 
capacities (AUMs) for each allotment and alternative. 





Table 39 
AUM Determinations - Alternative A 


Allotment | Explanation 


Carroll Rim There were no public lands (PL) in this allotment 
prior to the Sutton Mountain Land Exchange so the AUM 
level is based on an extrapolation from existing PLe 
in the Circle Bar and Sutton Mountain Allotments. 
These capacities were based on a 1967 Ocular 
Reconnaissance Survey. There are no actual use 
records prior to the exchange, but conversations with 
the previous land owner indicate the use level was 
much higher thei the extrapolated level. 
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Zable 39 
AUM Determinations - Alternative A 


Explanation 





Circle Bar 


The average licensed sheep use (930 AUMs) for the past 
four years, 1989 to 1992, plus 20% would be used 
(total 1,100 AUMs). The SLM had full control of 


: 
; 
: 
i 
i 
8 
3 


past 
ing studies, the 930 AUM level 





and estimated capacities was used. Ratings from a 

1967 Ocular Reconnaissance Inventory were used for the 

pre-exchange public lands. The newly acquired lands 

were estimated based on «a combination of professicnal 

the 1967 . 

The estimated capacity of 327 AUMs should maintain an 
1 


bunchgrasses. 





rom 
average utilization level of 60%, or less, on 
use the 


The average licensed grazing 
years, 1987 to 1993, would be 98 AUMs 
Approximately 180 acres of PL and 6 AUMs wou 
part of the Girds Creek Riparian Pasture in 
Creek Allotment. 


for 
(3 





Gable Creek 


The present estimated capacity of 210 AUMs plus 20% 
(total 252 AUMs). The estimated capacity was 

lated from the 1967 Ocular Reconnaissance 
Inventory used on pre-exchange Pies in the Circle Bar 
Allotment. Prior to the exchange, there was no PL in 
this allotment. 





Girds Creek 


The same determination method was used for this 
allotment as used for the Crown Rock Allotment. To 
create the Girds Creek Riparian Pasture, 120 acres of 
PL and 9 AUMs would be combined with portions of three 
other allotments, along with 58 acres and 1 AUM from 
previously unallocated PL. The riparian pasture would 
have a total of approximately 43 AUMs, but these would 
not be authorised pending riparian recovery. The 
other part of the allotment would increase by 18 AUMs 
as « result of the Sutton Mountain Land Exchange. 








Alternative A would combine 675 acres of PL and 43 
AUMs with the Sutton Mountain Allotment. The current 
lessee would be authorized the 43 AUMs of cattle use 
in Sutton Mountain. -The amounts shown in Table 4 
would remain with the Misener Allotment - 593 acres 
and 33 AUMe. 
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Zable 39 
AUM Determinations - Alternative A 


Allotment Explanation 





Packsaddle Mountain 


The carrying capacity is based on the 1967 Ocular 





Sutton Mountain 





The BLM had control over grazing use since 1989 so the 
authorized use from 1989 to 1992 was averaged. This 
average of 1,477 AUMs was determined to be the highest 
reasonable use level to be used for initiating «a 
grazing system on newly acquired lands without the 
possibility of overusing the resource. The initial 
AUM allocation should be conservative since an ESI has 


20%. This level should be well below the actual 
carrying capecity and any future increases would be 
based on monitoring studies. 





Circle Bar 


The average licensed sheep use (930 AUMs) for the past 
four years, 1989 to 1992, would be used. The BLM had 
full control of grazing during thie time period and 
prior to 1989, cattle grazed the area. Based on past 
observations and monitoring studies, the 930 AUM level 
appears to be within the maximum limits of the 
vegetation resource. 





Crown Rock 


The same as Alternative A. 





Dead Dog Canyon 


The average licensed grazing use for the last six 
years, 1987 to 1993, would be used (398 AUMs). 
Approximately 180 acres of PL and 6 AUMse would become 
part of the Girds Creek Riparian Pasture in the Girds 
Creek Allotment. 





Gable Creek 


The present estimated capacity of 210 AUMs would be 
used. The estimated capacity was extrapolated from 
the 1967 Ocular Reconnaissance Inventory used on pre- 
exchange PLe in the Circle Bar Allotment. Prior to 
the exchange, there was no PL in this allotment. 





Girds Creek 





The same as Alternative A. 





139 





Allotment 


Mary Misener 


Table 40 
AUM Determinations - Alternative B 
tion 


The same as Alternative A. 





Packsaddle Mountain 


The same as Alternative A. 





Sutton Mountain 


Allotment 


Carroll Risa 





The same as Alternative A. 


Zable 4) 
AUM Determinations - Alternative C 


lanation 


The same as Alternative 8B. 





Circle Bar 


The average licensed sheep use (930 AUMs) for the past 
four years, 1989 to 1992, would continue to be used. 
The Owens Fields have not been authorized for use 
since 1989 and this policy would continue due to the 
potential of adding unwanted sediment to Bridge Creek. 
Based on past observations and monitoring studies, the 
930 AUM level appears to be within the maximum limits 
of the vegetation resource. 





The existing authorized use is for 55 AUMs in the 
spring and 55 AUMs in the fall. Fall use may commence 
anytime after October 1. 





The grazing use average for the last six years, 1987 
to 1993, of 398 AUMs would continue. 





Gable Creek 


The same as Alternative 8. The estimated capacity of 
210 AUMs has not been monitored because the allotment 
had no use from 1988 to 1992 and only 50 AUMs were 
used in 1993. 





Girds Creek 


This table reflects an increase of 15 AUMs due to the 
new public lands in both pastures; however, only the 
Horse Mountain Pasture would ly be authorized 
for use in 1994 because of the lack of fencing in the 
Girds Creek Pasture and the need to accelerate 
riparian recovery along Girds Creek. The increase in 
AUMs was estimated using the same methor as used for 
the Crown Rock Allotment. 





The present allotment is divided into two pastures by 
the rim of Sutton Mountain. This table reflects an 
increase of 15 AUMs due to the new public lands within 
the allotment. The increase in AUMs was estimated 
using the same method as used for the Crown Rock 
Allotment. 





Packsaddle Mountain 





As a result of the Sutton Mountain Land Exchange, 80 
acre of public land with 2 AUMse is now in private 
ownership. 
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Allotment 


Sutton Mountain 


situation, with the lack of fences 
and livestock watering developments, the average use 
level for the last three years (1990, 1991 and 1992) 
would be used (1,252 AUMs). 





Unleased Public 


Allotment 


Carroll Ris 








Circle Bar 





Crown Rock 


for determining use levels was used 
tor this allotment as in the Circle Bar Allotment. 





Dead Dog Canyon 


The same process for determining use levels was used 
for this allotment as in the Circle Bar Allotment. 


Approximately 180 acres of PL and 6 AUMs would become 
part of the Girds Creek Riparian Pasture in the Girds 
Creek Allotment. 











Gable Creek The same as Alternative 8. ; 
Girds Creek The same as Alternative A. 
Mary Misener This alternative would combine 673 acres of public 


land and 43 AUMe with the Sutton Mountain Allotment. 
The remaining ecres and AUMs are shown in Table 4. 
The current lessee would be authorized the 43 AUMs of 
cat_le use in Sutton Mountain. 





Packsaeddle Mountain 





The seme a6 Alternative A. 
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Table 42 
AUM Determinations - Alternative D 


Allotment lanation 


Sutton Mountain This alternative purposes a reduced level of use to 
help accelerate the rate of recovery on the riparian 
and upland sites in poor condition. The 900 AUM level 
is 26% less then the current authorized use level. 
This would be an initial stocking level and would be 
closely monitored to determine its appropriateness. 


Approximately 287 acres of PL and 10 AUHs would become 
part of the Girds Creek Riparian Pasture in the Girds 


Creek Allotment. 
RSS Pa SS ES a EI I I EES EES 
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APPENDIX I. 





Acres 


ac 


Grazi 





Allotment, Public Land 





Table 43 gives «a comprehensive view of the public land acre and AUM 
allocations for each allotment by alternative. 


Summary - Public 


Table 43 
and AUMs by Allotment 





| Alternative A | Alternative B | Alternative C | Alternative D | Alternative E 



































Allotment 

Acres AUMs Acres AUMs Acres AUMs Acres AUMs Acres AUMs 
Carroll Ris 2,572 126 2,572 1013 2,572 101 2,572 101 0 0 
Circle Bar 19,708 | 1,100 | 19,708 $30 19,708 930 19, 708 63? 0 0 
Crown Rock 4,241 192 4,241 192 4,241 110 4,241 105 0 0 
Dead Dog Canyon 3, 906 398 3, 906 243 4,296 398 3, 906 243 0 0 
Gable Creek 5,025 251 5,025 210 5,925 210 5,025 210 0 0 
Girds Creek 1, 607 61 1, 607 61 692 61 1, 607 61 0 0 
Mary Misener 593 33 593 33 1,268 76 $93 | 33 0 0 
Packsaddle Mountain 330 20 330 20 590 28 330 ; 20 0 0 
Sutton Mountain (Cattie) 25,315 | 1,477 | 25,315 | 1,477 24,905 | 1,252 25,315 489 0 0 
(Sheep) . . . . ° . . 519 . ° 
Unieased 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 63,297 0 
TOTALS (Sutton Cattle) 63,297 | 3,656 | 63,297 3,267 63,297 3, 166 63,297 1,899 63,297 0 

TOTALS (Sutton } * — > y . 











APPENDIX J. 








Projects 





The followi 


the alternatives and options. 








project tables list the proposed 




















rovement projects for all 


Table 50 summarizes all the proposed projects by alternative. 


Fence Improvements 





ALTERNATIVE 





a0 44 





Cattile/Sheep Option 
A 


Bridge Creek West 
Fence 


T.11 S.,R.218., 
Secs. * i4, is « 23 


Circle 
Bar 


1 Alternatives 


Summary tables follow each project table. 


DESCRIPTION 
Lengths 2.6 miles 
Type: Four strend, barbed wire 


No. of gates: 


3 
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Table 44 
Fence Improvements - All Alternatives 






































Type: Four strend, barbed wire 
Mo. of gates: i 





Cattie Option 
A,B, D,E 
Sheep/Cattie G@ ion 
A,8,D,E 


Red Rock Fence 


7.9 &.,R.20 E., 
Sec. 4 
7.9 &.,R.21 Ee, 
Sec. 3) 


New 

Length: 2.8 miles 

Type: Four strend, berbed wire 
Mo. of gates: 3 





SP ee oi Ba SE AI. 
Cattle/Sheep Option Bridge Creek East 7.11 $.,R.21£., Circle 
A Fence Secs. 3, 9 14, 15 6 Bar _ 4.5 miles 
ié Type: Four strend, berbed wire 
Mo. of gates: 3} 
A,B,D Keys Flat Fence 7.11 S.,R.21Z., Circle new 
Secs. 23, 24, & 26 Ba: Length: 1.5 miles 
Type: Four strand, berbedc wire 
Mo. of gates: 2 
A,B,D Bear Creek Mo.) T.10 $.,R.202., Crown hee 
Fence Sec. —— — Rock Length: 2.0 miles 
7.11 $.,R.20 E., Type: Four strand, berbed wire 
Sec. 3, ™ Mo. of gates: 3 
A, B,D Bear Creek No.2 7.10 $.,R.20£., Crown New 
Fence Sec. 35 Rock Length: 2.5 miles 
7.11 &.,R.20 E., Type: Four strend, barbed wire 
Sec.s 2 & 3 No. of gates: 4 
A,8,D Neighbors 7.10 $.,R.20 E., Crown new 
Fence Sec. Mi, ah Rock Length: 1.0 mile 
Type: Four strend, barbed wire 
Mo. of gates: 2 
A, B,D Alder T.11 &.,K%.20 £., Crown Relocation 
Fence Sec. 3, & Rock Length: 0.6 miles 
Type: Four strand, barbed wire 
Mo. of getes: i 
A,B,D Willow Spring 7.11 S.,R8.20 E., Crown New 
Fence Sec. 11 E4is Rock/ Length: 0.9 miles 
Circle Type: Four strand, barbed wire 
Bear Mo. of gates: 2 
A,B,D Dead Dog Canyon 7.10 &.,R.22 E., Dead New 
Fence Sec. 5, DORM Dog Length: 0.5 miles 
Type: Four strend, barbed wire 
Mo. of gates: i 
A,B, D Clark Canyon T.9 S.,R.22 Bese Deed New 
Fence Sec. 33, Grats «& Dog Length: 0.4 miles 
7.10 &.,R.22 E£., Type: Four strend, barbed wire 
Sec. 4, WPGR% Mo. of gates: i 
Cattle Option Bleck Canyon 7.10 &.,R.21 E., Girds Reconst ruct ion 
A,B,D Fence Secs. 10, ll, 6 14 Creek/ Length: 0.8 miles 
Sheep/Cattlie Option Sutton Type: Four strand berbed wi 
None Mountain No. of gates: i 
A,B, DE Girds Creek 7.10 &.,R.21 £., Girds New 
Fence Secs. 11 6 i2 Creek Length: 0.7 miles 
Type: Four strend, berbed wire 
Mo. of gates: i 
A,B, DE lee Fall T.10 &.,R.21 €., Girds New 
Fence Sec. 2 Creek Length: 90.3 miles 
Sutton 
Mountein 
Sutton 
Mountain 














Cattie Option Section 32 Fence T.9 S.,R.21 E., New 
A B. D. I Sec. 32 Length: 1.4 miies 
Sheep/Cattie Option 7.10 $.,8.21 €., Type: Fowr strand, berbed wire 
A,8,D,f Sec. 5 Mo. of gates: 2 
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Cattle Gption Ferrier Fence 7.10 $.,R.21 E.,. Sutton New 
A.8.D Secs. 3 & 10 Mount ain/ Lengt fh 1.0 miles 
Sheep/Cattie Gption Pectseddie Type: Four strend, berbed wire 
Bore Mountain Mo. of gates: 2 
Cattle Option Lower Bridge Creek | T.10 &.,R.20 E., Sutton Reconst ruct ion 
A,8,D Riperian Fence Secs. 11 6 ié Mountain Length: 2.2 miles 
Sheep/Cattie Opticon Type: four strend, barbed wire 
A,B,D Mo. of gates: 4 
Cattle Opticon County Roed 7.10 &.,R.20 E£., Sutton new 
A, B,D Riperien Fence Secs. 2, ii, Mountain Length: 06.4 miles 
Sheep/Cattlie Opticon ip é4 ie Type: four strend, berbed wire 
None Mo. of getes: — 
Reconst ruct ion 
Length: 2.3 wile 
Type: four strand, barbed wire 
Mo. of gates: 4 
Cattle Gption River Pasture 7.9 $.,R%.21 €., Sutton New 
A,B Fence Secs. 31 & 32 Mountain Length: 3.2 miles 
Sheep/Cattle Option 7.10 &.,R%.21 E., Type: Four strend, baerted wire 
None Sec. 6 Mo. of gates: 6 
7.10 $.,R8.20 E., Reconst ruct ior. 
Secs. 1 & 2 Length: 0.6 miles 
Type: Four strend, berbed wire 
Mo. of tes: i 











Zabie 45 
All Alternatives 





Summary ~ Fence Improvement Totele (Miles) 
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Cattleguard Improvements 









Tele 46 
ts ~ All Alternatives 














A,8,D,E Combie 7.10 $.,8%.21 €., Gires 
Cattliegqusrad Sec. il. ete Creet — Goubie-wide, 22° wicth 
with comcrete bese 
Cattle Option Twi cten>er 7.9 &.,8.21 €., Sutton Nee 
A,B, DE Cattleguard Sec. 12, RM Mountain Metal single-wide, 16’ width 
Sheep/Cattie Option with comerete bese 
A.8,0D,f 
Caettie Option Pole Line 7.10 &.,R.20 €., Sutton ** 
b Catt leguard Sec. 2, Mountain Mets. single-wide, if width 
Sheep Cettie Option with concrete bese 
Nore 
Cattie Gption Priest Hole 7.10 &.,8.20 €., Sutton Nee 
A.B Cattlequercd Sec. 6, GaRs Mountain Metal single-wide, 16° width 
Sheep/Cattie Gption with comcrete bese 
None 
Cattie Option Big Tish 7.10 $.,R.20 €., Sut ton sew 
A,B Cattlegquerd Sec. 2, XR Mountain Metsl single-wide, 16’ width 
Sheep/Cattie Gption with treeted wood bere 














Table 47 
All Alternatives 
Summary ~ Cattleguard Improvement Totele (Each) 











Sutton - Cettie 


Io kivestoce fg 
Spring Developments 


In the Circle Bar and Gable Creek Allotments 411 the proposed epring 
Gevelopmentse would consist of watering troughs best suited for sheep use under 
Alternatives A, 8B, and D. Two-Way Spring Development would have sheep troughs 
located in the Circle Bar Allotment and « cattle trough in the Crown Rock 
Alic’* ent. 
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In the Sutton Mountain Allctment, under the Sheep/Cattle Option in 
Alternatives A, 5, and D, the following proposed spring Gevelopments would use 
watering troughs best suited for both sheep and cattle use: Pats Cabin, Upper 
anc Lower Canyon, Trail Head, Stovepipe, tanc, County Road, Green and 
BHidcen Spring Developeents. Under *he Cattle Options of Alternatives A, 8 and 
D, all the troughs would be best suited for cattle. 


» Bw. 46 
~ All Alternatives 






































— —— — — 
A, B,D Hidgen Spring 7.10 &.,R.22 £., Carroll Rie | Reconstruction 
Sec. 33, A Overflow pipe 150°; exclosure 
fence 1,900". 
A.8B,D Two-¥ay T.12 &.,8.20 €., Circle Bar Reconst ruct ion 
Spring Sec. l2, Dees Replece heed box: pipe 1,800"; 
overflow pipe 100°; exclosure 
fence 1,300"; supply Crown Rock é 
Circle Bar Aliocts. 
A,B Rifie Canyon 7.11 5.,R.20 €., Circie Baer Mew 
Spring Sec. 1), MENS Heed boas pipe 300°; overflow 
pipe 100°: excilosure fence 
i, 00¢*. 
A,8,D Ret rigerator 7.11 &.,R.21 €., Circle Bar Reconst ruct ion 
Spring Sec. 26, DORs Replace heed boa: pipe 1,000"; 
overflow pipe 200'; exclosure 
fence 2,200". 
A,B,D — Butte T.11 &.,R.21 €., Circie Bar Reconst ruct ion 
Spring Sec. i?, Replece heed box: pipe 00"; 
overficw pipe 150°; exclosure 
fence 1,000". 
A,B,0 Stece Stop 7.11 &.,8.21 £ Circle Baer Reconst ruct ion 
Spring Sec. 15, MEWS Replece heed box: pipe 700"; 
overflow pipe 200°: exclosure 
fence 1,000". 
A,B Bones T.11 &.,8.21 €., Circle Bar Reconst riction 
Spring Sec. 9, SESE Replece heed box: pipe )00'; 
overticow pipe 200°; exclosure 
fence 1,000". 
A, B,D Fossil Tooth T.11 &.,8.21 €., Circle Baer Reconst ruct ion 
Spring Sec. 4, Daw Replece heed boa: pipe 200°; 
overflow pipe 250°: exclosure 
fence 1,500". 
A,B,D 1676 Cabin T.11 &.,R%.21 €., Circle Bar Reconst ruct ion 
Spring Sec. 12, NEWae Pipe 900°; overflow pipe 300°; 
exciosure fence 2,600". 
A,B,f Roed Cut T.10 &.,8.21 €., Circie Pi: Reconst ruct ion 
Spring Sec. 29, SENSIS Replece heed boa; pipe 1, 000°; 
overflow pipe 600°; excilosure 
fence 3,400°. 
A,8,D Bear Creek 7.10 &.,R8.20 €., Crown Rock New 
Mydrores Sec. 35, Ms HyGrorem system in Bear Creek; 
0.4 miles Buried PYC pipe, i* 
Sis. overflow pipe 150° 
A, B,D White Cley 7.10 &.,R8.20 €., Craw oct oe 
Spring Sec. 35, MANORS Heed boas pipe 150°: overfiew 
pipe 150°; exciosure fence 
1,000". 
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A,B Dead Dog T.10 S.,R.22 E., Dead Dog New 
Spring Sec. 8, SE«SWs Canyon Head box; pipe 150'; overflow 
pipe 150°; exclosure fence 
2,000". = 
A,B Trail Canyon T.10 S.,R.22 E., Dead Dog New 
Spring Sec. 8, SEWEs Canyon Head box; pipe 150'; overflow 
pipe 100°; exclosure fence 
1,000°. | 
A,B Tilley Canyon T.10 S.,R.22 E., Dead Dog Reconstruction 
Spring Sec. 9, MPOES Canyon Replace head box; pipe 350‘; 
overflow pipe 150'; exclosure 
. fence 2,500'. an 
A,B Juniper Gap T.10 S.,R.22 E., Dead Dog New 
Spring Sec. 10, NE“SW4 Canyon Head box; pipe 150°; overflow 
pipe 100'; exclosure fence 
, 000". ; 
A,B Clark Canyon T.10 S.,R.22 E., Dead Dog New 
Spring Sec. 4, NEWES Canyon Head box; pipe 450'; overflow 
pipe 250'; exclosure fence 
3,800". r 
A,B,D Broken Hip T.11 S.,R.21 E., Gable Creek | Reconstruction 
Spring Sec. 35, SW4SWs Existing and functional, No. 
734627. Relocate 200° of 
overflow pipe. 
A,B,D Mud Spring T.12 &.,R.21 E., Gable Creek | New 
Sec. 4, SEs Fence 1,000'. , 
A,B,D Pee Wee T.11 S.,R.21 E., Gable Creek | Reconstruction 
Spring Sec. 34, SW4SE% Existing and functional, No. 
734625. Relocate overflow pis 
150°. — 
A,B,D Bitterbrush T.11 S.,R.21 E., Gable Creek | New 
Spring Sec. 29, NEW Head box; pipe 150'; overflow 
pipe 150'; exclosure fence 
1,000’. — 
Cattle 1% eon Pats Cabin T.10 S.,R.20 E., Sutton Reconstruction 
Spring Sec. 16, SW4SW4 Mountain Existing and functional, No. 
sneep/cattie Op 734714. Additional collectics 
A,B,D pipe needed. ue 
Cattle a Upper Coyote T.10 S.,R.20 E., Sutton Reconstruction 
Canyon Spring Sec. $9, SE4SWs Mountain Replace head box; pipe 100°; 
sheep/cattie Option overflow pipe 100'; exclosure 
A, B,D fence 600'. / 
Cattle — Lower Coyote T.10 S.,R.20 E., Sutton Reconst ruction 
Canyon Spring ° , SRO Mountain Replace head box; pipe 125°; 
sneep/Cattie Option overflow pipe 150'; exclosure 
A,B,D fence 1,000'. , 
Cattle — Trail Head T.10 S.,R.21 E., Sutton Reconst ruction 
Spring Sec. 18, SE%SW4 Mm untain Replace head box; pipe 150°; 
sneep/caitie Option overflow pipe 150; exclosure 
A,B,D fence 3,000'. — 
Cattle ion Stovepipe T.10 S.,R.21 E., Sutton New 
8 Spring Sec. ·· Mountain Fence 4,200'. 


A,B,D 
Sheep/Cattle Option 


4a 
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Table 48 
rovements - All Alternatives 





Spring 


























Table 49 
All Alternatives 








Cattle Option Corral T.10 S.,R.21 E., Sutton Reconstruction 
A,B,D Spring Sec. 12, SE@E% Mountain Replace head box; pipe 300°; 
Sheep/Cattle Option float valve; overflow pipe 
° 150°; exclosure fence 800°. 
Cattle Option Zanc T.10 S.,R.21 E., Sutton Reconstruction 
A,B,D Spring Sec. 6, SE%SWs Mouritain Head box; pipe 200'; overflow 
Sheep/Cattle Option pipe 150'; exclosure fence 
A,B,D , 500°. 
Cattle Option County Road T.9 S.,R.21 E., Sut *.on Reconstruction 
A,B,D Spring Sec. 32, NE«SW4 Mountain Head box; pipe 200'; overflow 
Sheep/Cattle Option pipe 150°; exclosure fence 
° 2,090". 
Cattle Option Green T.10 S.,R.20 E., Sutton Reconstruction 
A,B,D Spring Sec. 1, NESE Mountain Head box; pipe 150'; overflow 
Sheep/Cattle Option pipe 350'; exclosure fence 
⸗ 2,000". 
Cattle Option Lamb Canyon T.10 S.,R.21 E., Sutton Reconstruction 
A,B,D Spring Sec. 23, NESE% Mountain Replace head box; pipe 100°; 
Sheep/Cattle Option overflow pipe 150'; exclosure 
A,B,D fence 1,000°. 
rrr rn NS EE A I, 


Summary - Spring Improvement Totals (Each) 


og « ‘ 2. 
A arte mete Pete atte rare Be te te eh 
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Sutton - Cattle 


Table 50 


Summary - Project Totals By Alternative 


Fences (Miles) Cattleguards (Each) Strings (Each) 





Relocation 16° Width 22" Width 





Sutton - Sheep/Cattle 





Sutton - Cattle 





Sutton - Sheep/Cattle 





Sutton - Existing 
Situation 





Sutton - Cattle 





Sutton - Sheep/Cattle 








No Livestock 











(SS? 


























APPENDIX K. - Visual Resource Management (VRM) Classifications 


Class I - The objective of this class is to preserve the existing character of the 
landscape. Natural ecological changes and very limited management activities are allowed. 
However, any change created within the characteristic landscape must not attract 
attention. 


Class II - The objective of this class is to retain the existing character of the 
landscape. Changes in any of the hasic elements caused by a management activity should 
not be evident in the characteristic landscape. The level of change should be low and 
must repeat the basic elements of form, line, color, and texture found in the predominant 
natural features existing within the landscape. Changes are seen, but do not attract the 
attention of the casual observer. 





Class III - The objective of this class is to partially retain the existing character of 
the landscape. Changes to the basic elements caused by a management activity are evident, 
but should remain subordinate to the existing landscape and should not dominate the view 
of the casual observer. Changes should be moderate and repeat the basic elements found in 
the predominant natural features of the landscape. 


Class IV - The objective of this class is to provide for management activities which 
require major modification of the existing character of the landscape. Changes may be 
high and attract attention. Activities may be dominant features of the landscape but 
every attempt should be made to minimize the impact of activities through careful 
location, minimal disturbance, and repeating the basic elements of the natural features of 
the landscape. 


Class V - The objective of this class is to provide for areas where activities have 
disturbed the natural landscape to a point where rehabilitation is needed to bring it up 
to one of the four other classifications. The level of rehabilitation will be determined 
by the minimal standards of the desired management class for the area. 


APPENDIX L. — Special Status Terrestrail Species 


Special status terrestrial vertebrate species that may occur in the project area include 
the following. 


Amphibians / Reptiles: 
Western toad (Bufo boreas), SV 
Spotted frog (Rana pretiosa), C2, SU 





Birds: 

Northern goshawk (Accipiter gentilis), C2, SV 

Burrowing owl (Athene cunicularia), SC 

Ferruginous hawk (Buteo regalis), C2, SC 

Swainson's hawk (Buteo swainsoni), 3C, SV 

Bald eagle (Haliaeetus leucocephalus), LT 

Loggerhead shrike (Lanius ludovicianus), C2, SU 
s' woodpecker (Melanerpes lewis), SC 

Mountain quail (Oreortyx picta), C2 

Flammulated owl (Otus flammeolus), SC 

Western bluebird (Sialia mexicana), SV 

Bank swallow /( ria riparia), SU R 

Tricolored blackbird (Agelaius tricolor), C2, SV 

Long-billed curlew (Numenius americana), 3C 
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Mammals: 

White-tailed jackrabbit (Lepus townsendii), SU 

Fringed myotis (Myotis thysanodes), 

Townsend's big-eared bat (Plecotus townsendii}, C2, sc 


Definitions 





C2- Category 2 Candidate USFWS candidates which need additional information in 
order to determine whether proposing for formal listing is appropriate. 


3C- Taxa A taxa which has proven to be more abundant or widespread than previously 
believed and/or which has no identifiable threats. 


LT- Listed Threatened 


SC- State Critical Species for which listing as threatened or endangered is 
pending; or those for which listing as threatened or endangered may be appropriate 
if immediate conservation actions are not taken. Also considered critical are some 
peripheral species which are at risk throughout their range, and some disjunct 
populations. 


SV- State Vulnerable Species for which listing as threatened or endangered is not 
believed to be imminent and can be avoided through continued or expanded use of 
adequate protective measures and monitoring . In some cases the age: is 
sustainable, and protective measures are being implemented; in o s the populatio1 
may be declining and improved protective measures are needed to — — ⸗ↄus ta inable 
populations over time. 


SU- State Undetermined Status A species whose status is unclear. They may be 
susceptible to population decline of sufficient magnitude that | could qualify 
for endangered, threatened, critical, or vulnerable status, but scientific study 
will be required before a judgement can be made. 


APPENDIX M. - Wilderness Study Area (WSA) Inventory Summaries 


There were three intensive inventories for wilderness values done in the CRMP area. Each 
inventory contains a Proposed Decision. (See Maps E and X). 


Unit Mumber: 5-84 
Unit Wame: Sutton Mountain 





Description 
Size: This unit contains 29,400 acres of public land with 40 acres of sate 
inholding. 


Location: This unit is located roximately four miles north of Mitchell. 

Boundaries: The southern side is by a road and a state highway. The 
western side is bounded by a county road. The northern side is bounded by private 
property. The eastern side is bounded ~ Fe county road and private property. 


Physical Characteristics: unit contains nearly all of Sutton Mountain 
and its sl . The beginning elevation is approximately 2,000 feet and an elevation of 
4,694 feet is found at the summit of the mountain. 

The mountain is composed of uplifted basalt rock formations on top of an ash 
layer the same as found in the Painted Hills. The ash layer is exposed at the base of ths 
western slopes of the mountain. These ash areas -¥ badland like formations of white 
through red earth. The mountain presents an abrupt precipice al its west flank and 
broad slopes on its north and east. the top' of mountain is a large sloping plateau. 





Three canyons itwo on the east and one on west) cut into the mountain 
The dominant vegetation is Idaho fescue, bluebunch wheatgrass, sa —— and 
juniper. Two cacti are found on Sutton Mountain including hedgehog cactus rovides 


an a — Ay -y *—~ ae spring. Several large ponderosa pine and 2 as fir 
trees can be 
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During spring run-off, water can be found flowing in the canyons. Numerous 
cascades and waterfalls, some as high as 60 feet, are found in the canyons on the west 
side of the mountain. 

Wilderness Criteria 

‘Size: This unit meets the minimum size criteria. 

Naturalness: The unit appears to have been primarily effected by the forces 
of nature. Approximately 10 miles of ways, 9 developed springs, and approximately 6 miles 
of fence exist in the unit. These features do not dominate the landscape. A constructed 
vehicle route, approximately 3 miles long, is located near the summit of the mountain. 
This route has not been maintained nor has it received regular use. Consequently, it is 
covered by perennial bunch grasses and shrubs. Two areas of the route, approximately 1/3 
mile each, are evident where it was cut into the side of the slope. 

A crested wheatgrass seeding, ranch remains, drill hole, car camping areas, 
and gravel quarry exist on the southeastern edge of the unit adjacent to state highway 
207. Ranch remains, gravel quarries, a remote weather station, a road, and an area used 
by off-road vehicles exists on the southern of the unit. Powerlines, a cemetery, a 
loading ramp with electrical power, and a developed spring and pipeline are located in the 
western and northern edge of the unit. These features are dominant in the landscape. 

Solitude: Outstanding opportunities for solitude exist in the unit. Along 
the edges of the unit the sites and sounds of man are evident. However, it is easy to 
quickly escape the sights and sounds by traveling into the unit. The top of the mountain 
provides views that look down onto several roads, structures, and alterations of the 
landscape. These are distant views and the overall feeling is one of separation and 


solitude. 

Recreation: Opportunities for hiking, horseback riding, nature observation, 
backpacking, and other primitive and unconfined types of recreation are abundant. Short 
to moderate length trips are possible during all seasons of the year. 

Supplemental Values: The unit contains paleontologic resources, two special 
status plant species, 3 plants species considered by BLM as “tracking species", several 
historic cabins, and outstanding scenic areas. 

Proposed Decision: Designate 29,020 acres a Wilderness Study Area, eliminate 380 
acres from further wilderness review. See map X. 

Rationale: This unit rs to be affected primarily by the forces of nature, and 
offers outstanding opportunities for solitude and primitive and unconfined forms of 
recreation. The constructed vehicle route located near the top of the mountain does not 
meet the definition of a road and is not dominant in the landscape. The areas which have 
been eliminated are on the south eastern and western sides based on the presence of 
powerlines, gravel quarries, fields, and other impacts which diminish the wilderness 
characteristics of the area. 





Unit Number: 5-85 
Unit Name: Pats Cabin 


Description | 
ize: This unit contains %,970 acres of public land. 

Location: The unit is approximately eight miles northwest of Mitchell. 

Boundaries: The southern and north eastern sides are bounded by roads. The 
northern and south eastern sides are bounded by property lines. The western side is 
bounded by the Sutton Mountain CRMP planning area boundary. 

Physical Characteristics: This unit consists of numerous rounded ridges 
generally sloping to east. outcrops of basalt rock are found and an ash layer, 
the same as that found in the Painted Hills is exposed in some areas. Three main canyons 
direct the unit. These canyons emg | water during spring run-off. 

* The dominant vegetation is Idaho fescue, bluebunch wheatgrass, sagebrush and 
juniper. 


Wilderness Criteria 
ze: S unit meets the minimum size criteria. 
Waturalness: The unit appears to have been effected primerily by the forces 
of nature. 
A road roximately 3 miles long is located in the bottom of Pats Cabin 
Canyon. Approximately 13 miles of fence and 5 developed springs exist in the unit. The 
effect of these developments is only in the immediate vicinity. 
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A constructed road is located in the western portion of the unit. Powerlines 
irrigation ditches, ranch remains, roads, and agricultural fields, are located in the 
north eastern portion of the unit. These features dominate this portion of the unit. 

Solitude: Outstanding opportunities for solitude exist throughout the unit. 
The sights and sounds of man are easily escaped by traveling into the unit. 

Recreation: Opportunities for hiking, horseback riding, nature observation, 
backpacking, anc other primitive and unconfined types of recreation are abundant in this 
unit. Short trips are possible during all seasons of the year. 

Suppl emen Values: The unit is suspected to contain plants considered by 
BLM as “tracking species.” Several historic cabins and a historic sheep barn are located 
in the unit. 

P sed Decision: Designate 9,920 acres a Wilderness Study Area, eliminate 50 
acres from fu r rness review. See map X. 

Rationale: This unit sgosees to be affected primarily by the forces of nature and 
offers outstanding opportunities for solitude and primitive and unconfined forms of 
recreation. The areas which have been eliminated are on the north eastern of the 
unit and contain developments which do not conform to the requirements for Wilderness 
designation. 


Unit Number: 5-86 











Description 
ze: This unit contains 4,/!90 acres of public land. 

Tocation: This unit is located approximately four miles northeast of Mitchel 
and adjacent to the Painted Hills Unit, John Day Fossil Beds National Monument. 

Boundaries: The south and west sides are bounded by private property, the 
north is bounded by the John Day Fossil Beds National Monument, and the east is bounded b 
@ county road. 

Physical Characteristics: This unit contains Sand Mountain, which is the 
highest point o ate Painted Hills area. Sand Mountain is a rhyolitic intrusio 
through Columbia River Basalt. Numerous ridges and draws rr away from the mountain 
creating steep rolling topography. A layer of volcanic ash with colorations of white 
through red is exposed in areas at the base of the sl . 

The dominant vegetation is Idaho fescue, bluebunch wheatgrass, sagebrush, and 
juniper. Two cacti are found in the unit including hedgehog cactus which provides an 
appealing floral display during oes. 

Several seeps and springs are found in the unit, but flowing water is rarely 
present. 

Wilderness Criteria 
ze: s unit does not beet the minimum size criteria. 

Waturalness: The unit appears to have been effected primarily by the forces 
of nature. Evidence of two vehicle ways can be found, al these ways have almost 
entirely reverted back to a natural state. ‘Two developed springs are located in the unit 
These developments are not dominate in the existing landscape. 

Solitude: Outstanding opportunities for solitude exist throughout the 
northern portion of the unit. The southern portion of the unit, including the top to the 
mountain, is affected by the sights and sounds of US Highway 26. 

Recreation: Opportunities for hiking, nature observation, and some horseback 
riding, are found in this unit. Short length tr ee Gee possible all seasons of the year. 

leontologic resources, plants 


Supplemental Values: This unit conta 

considered by a) as “tracking species”, and outs ng scenic areas. 

P sed Decision: Eliminate from further wilderness review. See map E. 

Rationale: Thix unit does not meet the minimum size criteria. The unit and 
adjacent Park Service lands, if considered in association one with the other, have the 
—— for being of sufficient size and characteristics for further wilderness review. 

Park Service lands, however, are not considered for wilderness designation. 

This unit, by itself, would not be practical for management as wilderness. 
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